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PART     I. 


A     STATEMENT     FROM    THE    SHIPPING     INTERESTS 

OF    INDIANA. 

In  connection  with  the  question  of  revised  class  rates 
in  Indiana,  which  was  the  subject  of  discussion  in  several 
conferences    between    railroad    officials,    State    Railroad 
Commission  and  representatives  of  shipping  interests,  at- 
tention is  called  to  the  remarks  of  Mr.  G.  J.  Gramnier, 
speaking  for  the  railroads,  on  the  occasion  of  the  last  con- 
ference held,  November  19th,  1906,  attacking  the  attitude 
^  i  and  fairness  of  the  shippers,  and  which  have  been  printed 
and  are  being  widely  circulated  throughout  the  state.    As 
►  a  speech,  prepared  for  the  occasion,  if  allowed  to  rest 
there,  no  serious  or  public  notice  would  have  been  deemed 
^necessary  on  the  part  of  the  shipping  interests,  but  since 
^.it  has  been  dressed  up  and  changed  for  publication  by 
omissions    and    additions    and  distributed    broadcast    in 
v '  pamphlet  form  as  a  campaign  document  intended  to  pre- 
judice its  readers  in  regard  to  existing  freight  rates,  and 
the  frequency  with  which  it  charges  the  shipping  interests 
with  bad  faith  and  lack  of  common  sense  or  honest  mo- 
tives, it  becomes  necessary  and  is  the  duty  of  the  shippers 
to  make  a  plain  and  candid  reply  to  that  address. 

In  order  that  correct  understanding  of  the  situation 
may  obtain,  it  is  necessarv  to  brieflv  review  the  case  and 
show  clearly  what  led  up  to  these  conferences: 

Complaints,  extending  back  manty  months,  had  been 
made  to  the  initial  roads  by  interested  shippers  of  Indi- 
anapolis regarding  the  unfairness  and  inequalities  in  class 
rates,  requesting  that  needed  adjustments  be  made  in  their 
tariffs.    Xo  steps  were  being  taken  by  the  railroads  to  rem- 
;  edy  matters  and   no  indication  that  anything  would  b* 
5  done.     Finally  notice  was  given  by  shippers  that  the  con- 
ditions complained  of  would  be  presented  in  an  action  to 
be  brought  before  the  State  Railroad  Commission.     The 
rn  interested  roads  requested  that  such  action  be  not  taken, 
and  asked  for  a  conference  with  the  shippers.     This  re- 
^  quest  was  complied  with  and  conference  was  held  Oct. 


15th,  ;n  the  office  of  ilit-  [ndianapolis  Freight  Bureau, 
there  being  present  the  traffic  officials  of  the  Big  Pour, 
Vandalia,  L  E.  &  W.  and  C,  II.  &  I ».  Railways.  It  ^ 
admitted  by  the  railroad  representatives  that  class  rates 
not  only  as  affecting  [ndianapolis  but  throughout  the 
were  not  properly  adjusted  and  needed  revision,  and 
that  ir  was  the  desire  of  the  roads  to  adopt  a  uniform 
mileage  scale  of  rates  on  a  lower  hasis  than  were  in  effect 
-  in-  questions  arose  of  ;i  contingent  character  ami  to  dis- 
pose  of  such  the  meeting  repaired  to  the  State  Hon 
where  an  interview  was  had  with  mip  of  the  Commission- 

-  with  tin-  result  thai  assurance  was  given  by  the  rail- 
roads  thai   they  would  arrange  for  an  early  meeting  of 

Qtral  Freight  Association  roads  in  Indiana  to  prepare 
the  revised  scale  of  mileage  rates  above  mentioned,  and 
siiluiiir  same  f<>r  consideration  at  another  conference  to  be 
called. 

TIi.-  second  conference  was  held  Oct.  29th,  there  being 
present  tin-  Commission,  a  Committee  of  traffic  officials 
representing  the  Central  Freight  Association  roads  and 
representatives  of  shipping  interests  from  various  cities 
and  districts  of  iiir  state.  The  railroads  submitted  their 
revised  schedule  of  rates  and  to  the  astonishment  of  those 
presenl  representing  shipping  interests  if  was  diclosed  that 
the  figures  presented  were  not  in  keeping  with  the  promise 
made  at  previous  conference;  they  were  not  on  a  lower 

It-,  hut  were  actually  higher  rates  for  distances  up  to  70 
miles  and  tin-  same  rates  for  distances  over  7<»  miles  that 
have  been  in  effect  on  several  of  tin-  roads  for  the  past  20 
years  or  thereabouts.  The  proffer  of  those  figures  by  the 
railroads  seemed  to  he  in  had  faith,  calculated  to  precipi- 
tate a  situation  to  further  and  indefinitely  delay  any  ad- 
justment in  rat<  s 

The  Commission  announced  the  conference  adjourned 
and  requested  the  representatives  of  the  shipping  inter,--. 
present  to  hold  a  meeting  and  prepare  a  schedule  of  mile- 
ites  which  in  their  judgment  would  be  fair  and  rea- 
sonable, co]  o  be  furnished  the  Commission  and  the 
railroads,  and  those  figures  to  be  the  Bubject  for  consider- 
ation at  a  third  conference  to  he  called.  There  were  many 
shipping  interests  from  all  parts  of  the  vt;ite  represented 
in  the  meeting,  and  a  committee  was  appointed  to  prepare 
ale  "f  ra1 


The  Committee  devoted  much  time  and  careful  con- 
sideration to  the  work,  and  were  guided  by  reliable  data 
and  records  in  determining  upon  the  essential  factors  en- 
tering into  the  making  of  reasonable  and  fairly  remunera- 
tive rates,  and  that  there  might  not  be  anything  hidden 
or  ambiguous  in  the  figures,  the  schedules  as  drawn  up  pre- 
sented clearly  the  detail  upon  which  the  rates  were  con- 
structed, showing  the  factors  of  terminal  and  hauling 
charges;  also  the  percentage  adjustment  between  the  sev- 
eral classes.  The  Committee,  realizing  the  importance  of 
the  work,  exercised  the  further  care  in  calling  a  meeting 
of  all  the  shipping  interests  represented  at  the  previous 
meeting  and  many  additional  shippers  to  consider  and 
pass  upon  the  proposed  scale  and  after  careful  examina- 
tion and  discussion,  the  figures  and  bases  were  approved. 

The  third  conference  was  held  Nov.  19th,  and  the  pro- 
posed schedule  of  mileage  rates  presented  carried  with  it 
the  endorsement  of  a  large  number  of  individual  shippers, 
aud  the  commercial  bodies  of  cities  throughout  the  state, 
who  were  represented  and  actively  interested  and  partici- 
pating in  the  preparation  of  the  work. 

This  then  brings  the  matter  up  to  the  point  where  Mr. 
Grammer  appeared  and  to  correctly  weigh  the  fairness  of 
his  statements  and  to  locate  any  element  of  bad  faith  ap- 
pearing in  the  negotiations,  the  following  facts  should  be 
kept  in  mind : 

The  railroads  asked  for  the  conference. 

They  acknowledged  the  rates  were  wrong. 

They  promised  a  reduced  scale  of  rates. 

They  offered  instead  an  absolutely  unfair  scale. 

That  led  to  request  to  shippers  to  prepare  a  scale. 

In  opening  his  address,  Mr.  Grammer  declares  he  had 
no  greater  mission  or  anything  of  more  importance  than 
to  be  at  the  meeting  to  discuss  the  proposed  rates ;  yet  im- 
mediately upon  completing  the  reading  of  his  paper  he  hur- 
riedly left  the  room,  thereby  denying  any  one  present  the 
privilege  of  interrogating  him  on  any  of  the  remarkable 
statements  and  pointed  assertions  contained  in  his  re- 
marks. Was  the  conference  of  no  further  interest  or  im- 
portance to  him  after  he  had  his  say,  or  did  he  deem 
it  wise  to  avoid  annoyance  and  possible  embarrassment  in 
attempting  to  explain  and  justify  some  of  the  statements 
made? 


The  shipping  interests  were  there  prepared  to  explain 
and  justify  the  fairness  of  their  figures  and  hear  the  rail- 
road representatives  explain  their  rates,  but  the  latter 
would  neither  discuss  their  own  rates  uor  those  the  ship- 
pers  had  bo  offer.  Mr.  Grammer  declares  the  shippers  of 
the  Btate  are  devoid  of  common  sense  and  actuated  by  un- 
fair motives  in  this  connection;  he  tells  them,  on  pages 
24  and  25,  thai  present  rates  are  low  and  they  had  better 
enjoy  them  while  they  lasl  for  ii  is  likely  the  railroads 
will  advance  the  rates  H»  to  15  per  rent,  .n  an  early  day. 
u  thai  statenienl  made  in  earnest,  and  docs  he  think  the 
public  would  submit? 

Much  of  the  address  is  entirely  irrelevant  bo  the  ques- 
tion  under  consideration,  but  lei  us  notice  whal  is  present- 
ed touching  the  issue,  i.  <•.,  class  rates  in  Indiana. 

Under  the  caption,  "Exhibit  B,"  a  comparison  of  rates 
is  offered.  In  iliis  connection  ii  is  important  t<»  call  atten- 
tion bo  the  fact  thai  in  all  discussions  regarding  adjust- 
ment in  class  rates  in  iliis  territory  the  railroads  fall  back 
on  the  C.  F.  A.  scale  .-is  an  argument,  when  it  fits  their  pur- 
pose, especially  is  thai  scale  referred  i«»  on  shorl  distances, 
i.  <•.,  •".<•  miles  ;niil  under,  and  Mr.  Grammer  refers  t<>  it. 
page  L2,  pointing  oul  thai  "'•_:<•  is  the  highest  ia t « *  for  30 
miles  under  the  Ohio  law;  thai  the  Pennsylvania  line  and 
other  roads  in  Indiana  have  published  their  tariffs  ac- 
cordingly, which  have  been  in  eifecl  continuously  during 
the  pasl  20  years,  and  are  in  effect  today,  "'-.e  firsl  class 
rate  for  :'><»  miles. 

In  framing  his  "Exhibil  \>"  referred  to,  he  very 
adroitly  omits  a  comparison  of  rates  <m  •"><>  miles  distance. 
Had  he  made  such  ;i  comparison  ii  would  shew  that  our 
proposed  1st  class  rate  for  30  miles  is  "'-.e.  the  same  as 
published  by  several  of  the  roads  and  now  in  effect.  This 
is  importanl  and  the  omission  should  not  be  overlooked  or 
regarded  as  accidental.  It  would  have  injured  the  pur- 
pose and  effect  of  "Exhibil  B"  bo  have  shown  our  rate  for 
thai  particular  distance  the  same  .-is  now  in  effect  on  a 
number  of  the  roads.  Ii  might  even  suggest  that  the  ship- 
pers are  not  altogether  foolish  nor  acting  in  bad  faith  in 
proposing  for  thai  distance  the  currenl  rate.  Too  much 
weight  cannot  be  given  to  the  Importance  attaching  to  the 


rate  fixed  for  30  miles,  since  it  must  serve  as  a  key  to  the 
whole  scale.  Once  over  that  distance  the  roads  felt  no 
restraint  and  were  free  to  fix  rates  as  they  pleased,  al- 
though legal  restraint  should  be  exercised  over  rates  for 
all  distances. 

Mr.  Grammer  says,  page  14,  that  our  proposed  rates 
for  Indiana  are  40  per  cent,  lower  than  the  Ohio  Scale. 
That  is  not  the  case.  The  onlv  scale  known  as  "Ohio 
Scale"  is  that  governing  distances,  30  miles  and  under, 
and  as  pointed  out  our  proposed  1st  class  rate  for  30  miles 
is  7y2c,  which  is  exactly  the  rate  under  the  so-called  "Ohio 
Scale,''  and  the  same  as  now  in  effect  on  several  of  the 
roads  in  Indiana. 

When  it  is  borne  in  mind  that  this  7^c  rate,  first 
class  for  30  miles,  has  been  the  published  tariff  on  several 
important  roads  during  all  these  years,  certainly  the  im- 
proved commercial  conditions  of  today  with  the  largely  in- 
creased volume  of  tonnage,  the  increased  carrying  capacity 
and  minimum  of  cars,  and  the  increased  hauling  capacity 
of  engines  would  seem  to  justify  not  only  the  continuance, 
but  a  substantial  reduction  of  the  rate,  and  as  our  pro- 
posed scale  is  based  on  a  graduated  ratio  of  increase  ac- 
cording to  distance,  necessarily  the  rates  for  distances 
under  30  miles  are  less,  as  are  rates  for  greater  distances 
proportionately  higher. 

The  onlv  real  discussion  of  our  figures  bv  Mr.  Gram- 
mer  is  contained  in  one  paragraph — page  11 — where  he 
dwells  on  the  5-mile  haul— and  cites  a  f  10,000.00  shipment 
of  silk  for  that  distance.  Was  this  for  effect?  Does  the 
gentleman  know  of  any  such  shipment  ever  moving  a  total 
distance  of  5  miles  in  Indiana  or  anv  other  state?  Whv 
limit  the  argument  to  silk  and  for  5-mile  hauls.  The  rail- 
roads do  not  look  for  sustaining  revenue  on  5-mile  or  10- 
mile  hauls.  Take  distances  approximating  a  fair  average 
haul,  say  40,  50  or  60  miles  and  note  the  revenue  per  ton 
mile  which  our  figures  would  yield — as  compared  with 
revenue  derived  from  all  traffic. 

On  page  14,  Mr.  Grammer  shows  that  the  Lake  Shore, 
Rig  Four  and  Pensylvania  lines  freight  traffic  is  carried  on 
rates  which  yield  an  average  rate  per  ton  mile  of  about 
.005,  that  is  5  mills,  or  y%  cent  per  ton  per  mile.    Now  refer 
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our  proposed  rates,  "Exhibit  A"  and  note  the  following 
inn  mill'  revenue  on  the  basis  of  those  rates 

ton  mil. 

" 

.. 
.. 

" 
" 

.. 
.. 

It  will  be  noted  thai  up  t"  130  miles,  which  is  above 
the  average  haul  for  local  freighl  within  the  state  1 1 1 « * 
revenue  derived  docs  qoI  go  below  1  cent  per  ton  mile  as 
;iLiainst  the  average  earnings  on  all  traffic  of  i  oC  mention- 
ed i'.\  Mr.  Grammer  ami  our  lowest  rate  for  tin-  great- 
distance,  •'!•""»"   miles,  yields  6-10  eellts  per  Ion   ]»iT   mile. 

This  >lio\\s  that  our  lowest  proposed  rate  pays  more  per 
ton  per  mile  than  the  average  rate  prevailing  on  the  Lake 
Shore,  Big  Four  and  Pennsylvania  lines  and  it  is  self  evi- 
dent thai  ;in  average  rate  per  ton  mile  under  our  proposed 
rates  for  the  several  classes  would  be  considerably  great- 
er than  for  the  |uw  est  elnss. 

<»n  page  1  I  it  is  stated  that  rates  in  Indiana  are  made 

V.-iy   low    t.i  prOted    the  traffic  of  the  state.       Hues  this  llieatl 

that  the  lower  basis  of  class  rates  from  [ndianapolis  south- 
hound  and  east  bound,  within  the  stale,  ate  made  for  the 
reason  stated  while  ;i  much  higher  scale  of  rates  is  main- 
tained wesl  and  northbound  for  similar  distances  over 
different  divisions  of  the  same  roads.  Is  there  any  fair- 
ness or  consistency  in  such  adjustment  of  rates? 

Also  on  pages  I  1  ami  1.".  reference  is  made  to  the  vasr 
tonnage  moved  from  one  particular  station  in  Ohio  on  the 
Lake  Shore  Ry.  ami  from  certain  two  points  on  the  Penn- 
sylvania lines  in  Ohio  also  the  tonnage  moving  from  the 
Pittsburg  district.     What   bearing  has  all  this   upon  the 


<) 

question  we  have  under  consideration,  viz:  class  rates  in 
Indiana?  If  Mr.  Grammer  would  state  what  that  large 
tonnage  consists  of — it  would  reveal  the  fact  that  such  ton- 
nage is  not  moved  on  classification  rates,  but  on  commodity 
rates  and  on  lower  scale  than  class  rates.  So  that  such 
statistics  need  not  be  introduced  to  confuse  and  improperly 
influence  consideration  of  the  only  issue  under  discussion, 
i.  c  local  class  rates  in  Indiana. 

On  page  22  appears  the  statement  that  coincident  with 
increase  of  operating  expenses  there  has  been  a  correspond- 
ing decrease  in  rates.  This  certainly  does  not  apply  to 
class  rates — the  subject  of  this  discussion — on  the  con- 
trary advances  were  effected  by  revision  of  Official  Classi- 
fication issued  January  1,  1900,  and  with  the  exception 
of  partial  recession  under  Kules  25  and  26,  the  increases 
still  stand. 

The  comparisons  of  rates  in  other  states  shown  in 
"Exhibit  R"  do  not  necessarily  prove  anything  beyond  the 
fact  that  class  rates  in  those  districts,  the  same  as  in  In- 
diana, are  held  on  too  high  a  scale,  compared  with  com- 
modity rates — and  when  reference  is  made  to  the  low  aver- 
age rate  per  ton  mile  on  all  traffic  mentioned  in  the  ad- 
dress, it  only  emphasizes  the  true  condition  of  things — ■ 
that  is  that  general  merchandise  and  manufactured  articles 
paying  class  rates  are  made  to  bear  the  burden  for  the 
benefit  of  commodities  carried  on  the  low  average  rates — 
and  it  is  not  apparent  why  this  should  be  so  to  such  a 
disproportionate  extent.  The  only  tendency  towards  low- 
er rates  has  been  in  commodity  tariffs  and  not  in  the  class 
rates  and  this  is  the  situation  now  presented  to  the  rail- 
roads of  Indiana.  The  shippers  and  receivers  in  other 
states  will  no  doubt  look  after  their  interests  in  due  time. 
On  page  25,  Mr.  Grammer  says  there  is  not  a  railroad 
in  Indiana  that  earns  to  exceed  its  fixed  charges  on  state 
traffic.  The  statement  is  altogether  ambiguous  as  applied 
to  the  question  under  consideration,  since  it  includes  a 
very  large  tonnage  of  coal  and  other  commodities  which 
are  not  carried  on  classification  rates  and  these  various 
commodity  rates  covered  by  special  or  commodity  tar- 
iffs, have  been  very  materiallv  reduced  during  recent 
years,  but  classification  rates,  as  covered  bv  class  rate 
tariffs,  have  not  only  not  been  reduced  during  that  per- 
iod, but  have  been  advanced  bv  changes  in  classification 


LO 

as  above  explained.  Further,  in  tliis  Banie  connection  Mr. 
G rammer  appears  to  speak  for  all  [ndiana  roads.  Can 
the  gentleman  state  whether  or  not  the  accounts  of  the 
railroads  are  so  kepi  as  to  show  separately  the  revenue 
derived  from  freight  moving  within  the  state  from  the 
total  revenues?  Has  lie  such  figures  and  will  he  present 
them  or  refer  us  to  the  records  where  such  statistics  can 
be  found?  h  would  prove  to  !>•■  information  of  the  great- 
est value  in  the  public  and  heretofore  unobtainable. 

On  page  26  mention  is  made  of  the  co-operation  neces- 
sary between  the  railroads  and  patrons.  Thai  is  good 
doctrine  ;iu<l  thai  w;is  the  sentimenl  mosl  earnestly  ex- 
pressed by  the  shippers  al  thai  rery  meeting,  h  was  em- 
phatically stated  thai  every  shipper  in  this  state  wishes 
rates  established  thai  would  show  a  profit,  no1  a  loss, 
to  the  railroad  companies,  and  thai  if  the  railroads  would 
indicate  wherein  the  rates  proposed  by  the  shippers  com- 
mittee would  show  ;i  hiss,  i hcv  stood  ready  to  change  them. 
Bui  liuw  (hies  the  co-operation  theory  work  mit  in  prac- 
tice? Does  iiui  the  patron  generally  secure  the  short 
end?  Take  a  situation  like  the  case  under  discussion, 
the  shipping  interests  patienl  and  suffering  under  un- 
just rates  demand  relict',  the  co-operation  of  interest  dis- 
appears, the  roads  resist  and  refuse  the  petitions  of  their 
patrons,  then  impugn  their  motives,  charge  had  faith, 
characterize  their  ideas  as  absurd  without  giving  figures 
to  prove  the  assertion,  and  finally  tell  them  presenl  rates 
arc  hi\\  enough  and  more  likely  in  be  advanced  than 
reduced,  h  is  jusl  such  unyielding  and  defiant  attitude 
"ii  the  pari  of  the  railroads  which  has  caused  the  agita- 
tion and  produced  the  many  rate  makers  mentioned  on 
page  ' s  <it'  i he  address. 

In  his  speech,  page  29,  Mr.  Grammer  says:    "We  have 

not  c •  here  to  -.i\  our  way  is  the  only  way,'*  etc.,  yet 

i'  would  be  difficult  to  construe  his  remarks  and  actions 
as  .i  svhole  in  harmony  with  the  expression  quoted.  Of 
course  the  conference  Tailed  of  agreement  and  the  situa- 
tion remains  unchanged  with  the  railroads  charging  the 
high  rates  complained  of  and  nol  only  no  prospeel  of  any 
voluntary  action  on  their  pari  to  relieve  conditions,  bul 
we  are  told  the  presenl  rates  may  be  advanced. 

This  committee,   representing  generally  the  shippers 
of  Indiana,  hut  especially  the  local  shippers  throughout 
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the  state  was  selected  at  the  suggestion  and  on  the  request 
of  the  Indiana  Railroad  Commission.  Its  intelligence  has 
been  questioned,  its  knowledge  of  the  subject  has  been  de- 
nied, and  even  its  motives  have  been  impugned.  To  such 
"arguments"  of  assertion  and  declamation  it  does  not 
make  serious  reply. 

The  committee,  simply  stands  on  and  pins  its  faith 
to  a  few  fundamental  propositions,  in  contending  for  a  re- 
duction of  class  freight  rates  throughout  Indiana. 

First,  there  has  been  no  reduction  in  local  rates  for 
twenty-five  years,  while  through  rates  and  commodity 
rates  have  been  substantially  reduced. 

Second,  the  deArelopment  and  evolution  of  the  railway 
business  has  had  the  effect  to  greatly  increase  the  freight 
carrying  capacity  of  all  railroads,  without  a  correspond- 
ing increase  in  the  cost  of  carriage. 

Third,  the  local  shippers  are  the  only  class  patroniz- 
ing this  tremendous  business,  that  has  never  reaped  any 
benefit  from  these  economic  improvements  and  labor  sav- 
ing processes.  The  local  shipper  and  the  public  through 
him  has  borne  the  heaviest  burdens  of  railway  discrimina- 
tion for  a  quarter  of  a  century.  This  class  has  not  only 
paid  for  its  own  service,  but  for  all  these  years  it  has 
helped  to  pay  such  exorbitant  charges  as  enabled  the  rail- 
roads to  give  many  millions  of  dollars  annually  to  the 
powerful  and  favored  shippers  of  the  country.  They  have 
been  the  Peters  who  have  been  regularly  robbed  to  pay  the 
Pauls.  They  have  been  the  victims  of  the  railroad  mana- 
gers one  favorite  doctrine  of  the  Scriptures:  "To  him  that 
hath  it  shall  be  given,  and  from  him  that  hath  not  it  shall 
be  taken,  even  that  he  seenieth  to  have."  Through  all  these 
years  it  has  been  the  local  shipper — the  man  who  paid 
from  |1.50  to  $2,00  per  ton  for  a  five-mile  haul — who  has 
been  the  constant,  if  compulsory,  friend  of  the  railroad, 
and  what  is  his  reward,  according  to  Mr.  Grammer?  Not 
only  a  refusal  to  lessen  his  burden  but  an  actual  threat  to 
increase  it. 

On  page  18,  Mr.  Grammer's  address  in  its  printed 
form,  reads:  "Ninety  per  cent,  of  the  contention  in  this 
country,  from  its  inception  and  the  agitation  about  rates, 
has  igrown  up  from  the  efforts  of  men  who  were  the  great- 
est reeeipents  of  favors  and  have  now  suddenly  become 
great  reformers."     The  address  as  delivered  would  read: 
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'Ninety-nine  per  cent  of  the  contention  in  this  country, 
from  it*  inception  and  the  agitation  about  rates,  has  grown 
- 1 1 »  from  the  efforts  of  aien  \\li«>  were  almost  the  greatest 
oeflciai  ies.     I  saj  that  w  ithout — " 

Question.    "Whal  'I"  you  mean  by  that?*' 

Mr.  Grammer.    "1  mean  what  I  say.    Thai  the  various 

c tnittees  were  headed  by  men  who  were  responsible  for 

these  conditions  and  when  they  were  taken  away  by  the 
Elk  ins  Law,  they  suddenly  became  reformers.  I  challenge 
the  refutation  of  that  statement.  I  know  what  I  am  talk- 
ing about,  for  1  paid  i  he  bills." 

These  millions  of  freight  rebates  are  m>  longer  paid  to 
the  favored  few.  They  now  remain  in  tin-  coffers  of  the 
railroads,  ts  il  nol  fair  and  reasonable— is  it  any  more 
than  common  justice  that  a  portion  of  these  millions  be 
returned  to  the  l«><;il  shippers  in  the  various  states, 
through  a  reduction  in  their  freight  rates? 

To  emphasize  ili<-  correctness  of  our  contention  in  this 
respect,  we  call  attention  here  to  statistics  furnished  by 
the  Inter-State  Commerce  Commission  in  its  published 
reports  of  income  accounl  statements  from  852  railroads 
representing  an  operated  mileage  of  220,000  miles,  being 
approximately  99  per  cent.  of  the  total  mileage  operated. 
The  report  covers  the  year  ending  June  30th,  1906: 

Earnings  for  year  June  30,  1906,  $2,319,760, 303.00 

30,  1905,  2,082,482,406.00 

rage  Cross  Earnings  per  mile,  1906,  $10,543.00 

"    •                   i  :»05  9.:.!ts.oii 

Nel  Earnings  tor  year  June  30,  1906,  $787  596  ^77  00 

-      30,   L905,  690.691. 151. 00 

rage  Net  Earnings  per  mile,  1906.  $3,580.00 

1905.  3,183.00 

Ratio  of  Operating  Expense  to  Earnings,  1906,           *66.05 

19o:..  »66.78 

Dividends  paid,  year  June  30,  1906,  $229,406,598.00 

"     30,   1905  195,157,993.00 

tn<               In   Dividends  paid.   1906,  J  1S.605.00 
•I'- 

.Mr.  Grammer  says  the  average  rate  of  freight  revenue 
per  ton  per  mile  is  only  one-half  cent.  The  schedule  of 
rates  proposed  by  this  committee  carried  a  higher  rate 
than  that  for  the  cheapest  class  of  freight,  and  of  course, 
the  present  schedule  is  much  higher.  Does  that  gentle- 
man mean  to  insist,  therefore,  that  the  local  shipper  must 
Dot  unl\  pay  for  his  own  services,  but  musl  pay  the  loss  a 
(if  one-half  cent  is  only  a  fair  average  return)  caused  bv 
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the  long  hauls?  If  such  losses  exist — which  as  a  general 
proposition  this  committee  denies — why  should  the  lo- 
cal shipper  pay  it  all?  The  answer  is  plain!  Because 
in  local  traffic  one  railroad  has  a  monopoly  of  the 
business!  The  local  shipper  pays  it  because  he  is  com- 
pelled to.  There  has  heretofore  been  no  escape  if  he  got  the 
service — he  must  pay  it  or  not  ship  his  stuff. 

Now  it  may  be  different.  Under  the  auspices  and  au- 
thority of  the  Indiana  Railroad  Commission,  the  railroads 
can  be  compelled  to  deal  fairly  with  this  much  abused 
class  of  its  patrons,  and  to  that  end,  sufficient  power 
should  be  given  to  that  body  by  the  Legislature  to  insure 
such  a  result. 

The  shippers'  demand  is  first  for  equalized  or  impar- 
tial rates,  which  will  insure  a  fair  field  and  no  favor. 
With  equalized  rates  and  no  reduction  the  shipers'  inter- 
ests would  not  be  menacd  bcause  they  could  shoulder 
the  excess  charge  upon  the  public.  Millions  of  dollars 
have  been  withdrawn  from  this  state  and  from  the  peo- 
ple's pockets  in  just  that  manner  in  the  past.  Therefore, 
this  contest  cannot  stop  with  mere  equalization  of  rates. 
It  must  go  to  the  point  of  reduction  in  rates,  based  fairly 
upon  the  cost  of  the  service  performed,  so  that  the  people 
may  hereafter  receive  the  practical  benefit  of  the  lower 
rates. 

This  committee  joins  with  all  other  shippers'  associa- 
tions and  the  lovers  of  fair  play  generally,  in  asking  the 
coming  Legislature  to  uphold  the  hands  and  strengthen 
the  authority  of  said  commission  in  the  interest  of  com- 
mon justice  and  square  deal  for  all  our  people. 

B.  B.  JOHNSON, 

Commercial  Club,  Richmond. 
W.  C.  ROSTETTER, 

Commercial  Club,  Fort  Wayne. 
GEORGE  G.  GRIFFIN, 

Schnull  &  Co.,  Indianapolis. 

J.  KEAVY,  Chairman. 
Representing  Shipping  Interests  of  Indiana. 


December.   1906. 


PART  II. 


INDIANAPOLIS   FREIGHT   BUREAU 


N  ANSWER  TO 


Remarks   of  Mr.  G.  J.  Grammer 


CONCERN  IMG    DISCRIMINATORY    RATES    ON 


INTERSTATE    TRAEEIC 


PART    II. 

A     STATEMENT     FROM     THE     INDIANAPOLIS     FREIGHT 

BUREAU. 

Continuing  from  Part  1  of  this  pamphlet.  Mr.  G.  J. 
Grammer,  vice-president  of  the  N.  Y.  C.  Lines,  in  speaking 
on  the  subject  of  class  rates  in  Indiana,  before  the  State 
Railroad  Commission  at  the  conference  held  Nov.  19th, 
190<>,  took  occasion  to  go  outside  of  the  questions  under 
consideration  and  in  his  overreaching  desire  to  brand 
everything  and  everybody  connected  with  the  proposition 
for  adjustment  aud  equalization  in  rates  as  unfair,  unrea- 
sonable, acting  in  bad  faith,  etc.,  committed  himself  to 
misstatements  reflecting  upon  the  attitude  and  motives 
of  the  Indianapolis  Freight  Bureau  which  cannot  be  al- 
lowed to  pass  unchallenged. 

We  refer  to  remarks  found  on  pages  27,  28  and  29  of 
his  address  where  he  asserts  as  evidence  of  our  unfairness 
and  bad  faith  that  we  picked  out  a  few  isolated  cases  where 
rates  appear  to  be  slightly  against  Indianapolis,  not  men- 
tioning the  many  instances  where  Indianapolis  has  lower 
rates.  We  would  like  him  to  be  more  explicit  and  show 
to  us  the  instances  where  Indianapolis  has  lower  relative 
rates  than  our  surrounding  competitive  cities,  and,  allow- 
ing that  some  such  cases  can  be  shown,  is  that  any  sort 
of  argument  offsetting  our  claims  for  relative  rates?  We 
are  not  asking  for  any  undue  advantage  over  other  points ; 
we  are  seeking  adjustments  in  our  rates  to  a  proper  rela- 
tive basis  with  other  points;  that  is  all. 

He  says  we  have  presented  a  few  isolated  cases.  What 
does  he  mean  by  that  statement  in  the  face  and  full  knowl- 
edge of  the  48  sheets  of  exhibits  which  we  have  so  far  pre- 


Bented,  showing  the  mos1  pronounced  injustice  and  dis- 
crimination againsl  our  shipping  interests.  To  show  the 
disingenuousness  in  his  utterances  in  this  connection  we 
presenl  on  the  following  pages  exact  copies  of  our  exhibits 
comprising  sheets  aumbered  I  to  18  inclusive,  and  our  let- 
in  ompanying  » pointing  clearly  the  palpable  dis- 

crimination and  unwarranted  restrictions  and  hardship 
imposed  upon  our  i  raffic. 

Careful  reading  of  these  exhibits  is  urged  thai  the 
shipping  public,  nol  pnlj  Indianapolis,  bul  throughoul  the 
ite,  ni.i  \  appreciate  the  handicap  they  are  struggling 
under  againsl  the  lower  bases  of  pates  in  effeci  from  fav- 
ored localities  as  clearly  shown.  The  remedying  of  in- 
equalities complained  of  <m  Indianapolis  traffic  means  in 
a  large  measure  ;i  like  adjustmenl  in  rates  from  the  other 
parts  of  the  state-  -and  all  are  vitally  interested. 

Following  are  the  exhibits  which  Mr.  Grammer  sees 
tii  to  describe  as  ;i  f<  w  isolated  cases: 

To  General  Freight  Agents,  Indianapolis  Roads'. 

Di  ak  Sir:-  -The  attached  Sheets  Nos*  1,  2  and  3,  rep- 
pepresenl  comparisons  of  rates  on  various  commodities 
from  Chicago  and  from  Indianapolis  to  Memphis  and  New 
Orleans,  showing  clearlv  the  needs  of  adjusting  Indianap- 
olis rates.  We  ;isk  for  the  same  relative  basis  from  In- 
dianapolis as  applies  from  Chicago  and  <>lii<>  River  Cross- 
ings. In  the  published  class  rates  to  Memphis  and  New 
Orleans,  the  Cincinnati  rates  apply  from  [ndianapolis, 
and  as  noted  on  enclosed  sheets,"the  rates  we  ask  for  are 
the  same  as  published  from  <  lincinnal  i. 

The  pates  quoted  are  shewn  in  C.  F.  A.  Tariff  L5  and 
Mississippi  Valley  Through  Tariff  No.  LO,  and  as  there 
would  appear  to  be  no  grounds  t'<»r  disputing  the  correct- 
ness of  the  figures  we  ask  U>v.  nor  any  reason  for  delay  in 
treating  the  matter,  we  will  anticipate  immediate  action 
"ii  the  pari  of  the  roads  by  supplements  to  the  tariffs. 

Kimlh  advise  w  hal  act  ion  will  be  taken. 
\'<-i\  t  inly  vours, 


August  •"..  1906. 


<  Jommissioner. 


Sheet  1. 
COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING    INEQUALITIES    OPERATING 
AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS   INTERESTS. 


aking  Powder. 

C.  L. 

Southern 

Classification. 
4th  class. 


L.  C.  L. 
Southern 


To    Mississippi    Valley    Points. 

Chgo.  to  New  Orleans,  41c   Rates   from    Indianapolis 

"  Memphis,         31     should  be  on  basis  of  6th 

or  6th  class  rates.*  class: 

Indpls.  to  New  Orl'ns,  54         To  New  Orleans,      39c 

"  Memphis,       40         To  Memphis,  30 

Same  as  from  Cincinnati. 

Chgo.  to  New  Orleans,  58c   Same  relative  basis  from 


"       "  Memphis,         43  Indianapolis  would  be: 

or  4th  class  basis.*  To  New  Orleans,      54c 

Classification.   Indpls.  to  New  Orl'ns,   75  To  Memphis,              40 

"        "  Memphis,       55  Same  as  from  Cincinnati. 
3d  class. 


Varnish  &  Oil. 

C.  L. 
Southern 

Classification. 

4th  class. 

L.  C.  L. 
Southern 

Classification. 
1st,  2d  and 
3d   class. 


Chgo.  to  New  Orleans, 


35c 


27 


(any  quantity) 
Chgo.  to  Memphis, 

(any  quantity) 
or  6c  and  4c  below 
6th  class. 

Indpls.  to  New  Orl'ns,  54 
"  Memphis,       40 

Chs?o.  to  New  Orleans, 
(any  quantity)  35c 

Chgo.  to  Memphis, 

(any  quantity)  27 

or  6c  and  4c  below 

6th  class. 

Indpls.  to  New  Orl'ns, 

1st,  98 

2d,  83 

3d,  73 

Indpls.  to  Memphis, 

1st,  75 

2d,  60 

3d,  55 


Same  relative  basis  from 
Indianapolis  would  be : 
To  New  Orleans,      33c 
To  Memphis,  26 

Same  as  from  Cincinnati. 


Same  relative  basis  from 
Indianapolis  would  be: 
To  New  Orleans,       33c 
To  Memphis,  26 

Same  as  from  Cincinnati. 


*Rates  published  from  Ohio  River  Crossings   are  on  the  basis  of 
6th   and    4th   class   respectively. 


Sheet  2. 
To    Mississippi    Valley    Points. 


Paints. 

c.  I. 
Southern 


Chgo.  [<>  Ne*  i  Orleans, 

i  drj  or  11 1 i x<  <i  i 
Chgo.  t<>  Memphis, 

( dry  or  mixed  I 
in-  15c  and  i < ►< - 
below  t'.th  class, 
lndpls.   to   Ni'W   <  MTiis. 


Same  relative  basis  from 
26c  Indianapolis  would  be: 

To  Xi'w  Orleans, 
21  (all   kinds),  22c 

To  Memphis, 
(ail  kinds),  19 

Same  as  from  Cincinnati. 


uiassincauon. 

dry.                                33 

Dry  6th, 

mixed,                       33 

lndpls.  to  Memphis, 

Liquid   5th. 

dry.                                 26 
mixed,                       26 

L  <•    I- 

Chgo.  tn  Xi'w  Orleans, 

Same  relative  basis  from 

Southern 

i  dry  or  mixed  1,        35c 

Indianapolis  would  be: 

Classification. 

Chgo.  to  Memphis, 

To  New  Orleans, 

1st.  2d,  4th 

i  dry  or  mixed  >.        27 

(all   kinds  i.             33c 

and  .",th  cl 

or  t".c  and  1c  below 

To  Memphis, 

t'.th   class. 

(all    kinds).             26 

lndpls.  '<i  New  Orl'ns, 

Same  as  from  Cincinnati. 

1st.                                 98 

2d,                                83 

1th,                              54 

t 

5th,                             44 

lndpls.  to  Memphis, 

1st.                                 75 

2d,                                 60 

1th.                                1" 

r.th.                            ::•". 

Putty. 

I.. 
Southern 

Classification, 

5th  class. 


I..  <'.   L 
Southern 

<  !lassiflcatlon. 

1st.    I'd    and 
4th  class. 


Chgo.  t<i  New  Orleans, 
(any  quantity).  35c 

ChgO.   to   Memphis, 

(  any  quantity  i .  :'T 

or  6c  and  4c  below 

i.th   class. 

lndpls.  to  W\v  Orl'ns,    44 

"  Memphis,      35 

( JhgO.  to  New  Orleans, 
i  any  quantity),        35c 

Chgo.  to  Memphis, 
(any  quantity),        l'T 

or  6c  and  4c  below 

t'.th    class. 

lndpls.  to  New  Orl'ns. 

98 


Same  relative  basis  from 
Indianapolis  would  be: 
To  New  Orleans,       33c 
To  Memphis,  26 

Same  as  from  Cincinnati. 


Same  relative  basis  from 
Indianapolis  would  be: 
To  Memphis,  26c 

To  New  Orleans,      33 


1st, 
I'd. 
1th. 
lndpls 
1st. 
I'd. 
1th. 


to   .Memphis. 


83 

54 

7" 

cr, 
40 


Chgo.  to  New  Orleans,  90c  Same  relative  basis  from 

or  2d  class.  Indianapolis  should 

Indpls.  to  New  Orl'ns,  apply  on  Circular 

Circular,  1st  class,   98  Saws: 

Buck  (bxd.)  2d  class  83  To  New  Orleans,      83c 


Sheet  3. 
To    Mississippi    Valley    Points. 

Saws.  Chgo.  to  New  Orleans,  75c  Same  relative  basis  from 

L.  C.  L.  or  3d   class.  Indianapolis  would  be: 

Band  or  Indpls.  to  New  Orl'ns,   83         To  New  Orleans,       73c 

Cross-cut.        or  2d  class. 

Crated    or   boxed, 

Southern 

Classification. 
2d  class. 

Saws. 

L.  C.  L. 
Buck  and 

Circular. 
Crated  or  boxed, 
or   on   boards. 
Southern 

Classification. 
1st  and  2d  classes 

To  General  Freight  Agents,  Indianapolis  Roads: 

Dear  Sir: — Attached  hereto  are  sheets  Nos.  4  and  5 
showing  inequalities  in  the  rates  on  several  commodities 
from  Michigan  points  to  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  East  St. 
Louis,  etc.,  as  compared  with  rates  from  Indianapolis,  and 
as  we  ask  only  for  the  same  relative  basis  as  authorized  by 
C.  F.  A.  from  the  Michigan  points,  we  assume  there  will 
be  no  hesitancy  in  authorizing  the  rates  from  Indianap- 
olis as  shown  in  our  exhibit. 

Kindly  advise  if  the  same  will  be  done  without  delay 
and  oblige. 

Very  trulv  vours, 


Commissioner. 


August  3,  1906. 


Sheet   4. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES    OPERATING 
AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS   INTERESTS. 
From   Various   Michigan    Points   to    C.    F.   A.   Territory. 


Chairs.       C.  L.         From  Detroit, 

To  St.  Paul,  Minn.,    Detroit  to  Chgo. 

and  Minneapolis,         or  2d  class, 

Minn.  West, 

Indpls.  to  Chgo. 
(Cin.   Rate.) 
West 
Through, 


57c  Indianapolis  should  have 
32     same     relative     basis    to 

Chicago,  2d  class,  27c, 
25  making  52c  through  to 
34     St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis, 

Minn. 
15 
59 


i  sheel   «  *  ontlnued  » 


Furniture. 

Beds:    foldil 
Church  Furniture, 

X.  o.  s. 
Cupboards,   wood. 

-    D 
Furniture,  X.O.S. 
Tables,  N  o.S. 
12. "no   lbs. 

Official 

Classification. 
2d  class. 


From    Detroit,   Toledo 
and  Bay  City, 

to  Chicago, 

To  Milwaukee, 
From    Grand    Rapids, 
Midi.,  to  Chicago,    21% 

To  .Milwaukee.       21% 
Basis  3d  class. 
From   [ndpls., 

To  Chicago, 

To  Milwaukee,  29 

Basis    same    as    from 
Ohio  River. 


Rates    from    Indianapolis 
should  he  on  same  rela- 
tive basis,  viz.,  3d 
class: 
To  Chicago.  21%c 

To  Milwaukee,       25 ]  2 


Furniture. 
Beds:    folding. 
Church  Furniture, 

X.   O.  S. 
Cupboards,   wood. 
Desks,  S.  U. 
Furniture,    X.O.S. 

bles,  X.  O.  S. 
Min.  20,000  lbs. 
Official 

Classification. 

2d  class. 


From    Detroit,   Toledo 

and   Bay  City, 

To  Chicago,  20c 

To  Milwaukee,  24 

From    Grand    Rapids, 
Mich.,  to  Chicago,    17% 
To  Milwaukee,       IT1!- 
Basis  126  per  cent,  of 
4th   cla 

From  Indpls., 
To  Chicago,  25 

To   Milwaukee,  29 

Same    basis    as    from 
Ohio  River  Crossings. 


Rates   from    Indianapolis 
should  be  on  the  basis  of 
126  per  cent,  of  4th 
class,  viz.: 
To  Chicago,  17%c 

To  Milwaukee,       21 


Varnish.  Detroit,  to  Chicago, 
C,   L  "        "    Danville, 

Official  or  5th  class. 

Classification.  Indpls.  to  Chicago, 


4th  class. 


Danville,    12% 


13c   Indianapolis   rate   should 
13     be  on  same  relative 
basis,  viz.,  5th  class: 
14  To  Chicago,  ll%c 

To  Danville,  9% 


Sheet  5. 
From   Various   Michigan   Points   to   C.    F.    A.    Territory. 


Stoves. 

L. 
Official 

Lssiflcation. 

5th  class. 


From  Detroit, 
"      Toledo, 
To  Chicago, 
To  Mllwaul 
or  i;rh  class  basis. 
[ndpls.  to  Chicago,  11% 
-  Milw'kee,  13% 


Rates   from    Indianapolis 
should  be  on  same  rela- 
10c    tive   basis,   viz.,  6th 
12      class: 

To  Chicago,  9c 

To  Milwaukee,       11 


Radiators. 

C.  L. 
Official 

Classification. 

5th  class. 


10c 


Detroit  to  Chicago, 

or  6th  class. 

Indpls.  to   Chicago.   11% 


Rates   from   Indianapolis 
should  be  on  same  rela- 
tive basis,  viz.,  6th 
class.: 

To  Chicago,  9c 


9 


Woodenware. 
C.  L. 

4th  class. 


(Sheet  5  Continued.) 

From    Detroit,    Bay 

City,  Toledo,  etc., 
To  Chicago,  10c 

To  E.  St.  Louis,     17% 

or  6th  class  basis. 

Indpls.  to  Chicago,       14 
"  E.  St.  Louis  16 


Rates   from   Indianapolis 
should  be  on  same  rela- 
tive basis,  viz.,  6th 
class: 

To  Chicago,  9 

To  E.  St.  Louis,    10y2 


To  General  Freight  Agents,  Indianapolis  Roads : 

Dear  Sir: — Attached  hereto  find  our  sheet  No.  6 
showing  Indianapolis  rates  to  be  out  of  line  with  publish- 
ed rates  In  both  directions  to  Chicago  and  Ohio  Biver 
crossings.  We  ask  that  Indianapolis  rates  be  put  on  the 
proper  relative  basis  as  shown  on  enclosed. 

Kindly  advise  us  if  this  will  be  done  without  unneces- 
sary- delay  and  oblige. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Commissioner. 
August  3,  190G. 

.Sheet  6. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES    OPERATING 
AGAINST   INDIANAPOLIS   INTERESTS. 

To  Territory  Embraced  in  Issues  of  C.  &  O.   R.  Committee. 

Furniture.      C.   L.  Ohio  River  Crossings,         Indianapolis  should  have 

To  Chicago,  25c  same    relative    basis    as 

To  Milwaukee,  29     0nio     River      Crossings, 


Official 

Classification.   or  3d  class  rateS- 

2d  class.  From  Indpls.  same 

rates  account  inter- 
mediate. 


viz.,  3d  class  rates: 
To  Chicago,  21%c 

To  Milwaukee,       25V2 


Chairs.     C.  L. 
Official 

Classification. 
iy2   any  quantity. 


Ohio  River  Crossings,         Indianapolis  should  have 

To  Chicago,  34c  same  relative  basis,  viz., 

To  Milwaukee,  39     2d  class  rates: 
or  2d  class  basis.  To  Chicago,  27c 

From  Indpls.  same  To  Milwaukee,      32 

rates  account  inter- 
mediate. 


Overalls.  From  Ohio  River, 

Any  quantity.  To  Chicago, 

Official  or  3d  class. 

Classification.   From  Indpls.  same 
1st  class.  rates  account  inter- 

mediate. 


Indianapolis  should  have 

25c  3d  class,  21V2c, 

being  same  relative  basis. 


II) 


i  Hliril    8   •  nntlnurtl.) 


Chairs     c   L           Prom  Detroit,               57c  Indianapolis  should  have 

To  sr  rani.  Minn.,    Made  to  Chicago,         32  Bame  relative  basis  or  2d 

and  Minneapolis,     or  2d  class,  class  to  Chicago, 

Minn                                 West,                             25  viz.:                                    -<c 

[ndpls   to  St.  Paul  and  affecting  through  rate  to 

-fl  St.  Paul  and  Minneap- 

Minneapolis,  olis  of                           52c 

Made  m  Chici  34 

\\.  25 


Dry   Goods.  ChgO.  to  Ohio  River,   L7c    Indianapolis  should  have 

Cotton  Piece  or    Ith  class.  same  relative  basis, 

Goods.  [ndpls.  to  Ohio  River,  15     viz..  4th  class,  12%c 


Any  quantity 
l  Por  Green  Line 
Territory.) 


To  General  Freight    igents,  Indianapolis  Roads'. 

Dear  Sik: — The  attached  sheets  Nos.  7  and  8  show 
discrepancies  in  the-currenl  rates  from  [ndianapolis  to 
< Hii«»  River  on  traffic  for  Green  Line  Territory  as  compared 
with  published  rates  from  East  St.  Louis.  Refer  to  C.  & 
( ).  R.  Througt  Freight  Kate  Basis  No.  14.  and  K.  I).  X<>. 
615. 

[ndianapolis  inn  rests  are  entitled  to  the  same  rela- 
tive basis  in  fixing  these  proportional  rates  and  ask  for 
such  an  adjustment  as  indicated  in  the  exhibit. 

We  will  be  pleased  to  have  your  views  in  the  matter 
and  advise  that  this  will  be  done. 

Very  I  ruly  yours, 


( Commissioner. 


August  3.  L906. 


Sheet   7. 
COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 
AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 

To   Green    Line   Territory. 

Furniture.     C.    1-  From  Indpls..  min.  weight  Indianapolis  should   have 

iW)i..n    tor  Pi-,.,.n  L',-°00     los-     subject     to  same    mimimum     weight 

'  rule    27,   Official    Classifi-  as  St.  Louis  bv  eliminat- 

Ltae    rerritory.)  (,ltj(1I1  Ing  Rule  2T 

Prom     St.     Louis,    min. 
weight   24  tiQO  lbs. 


11 


(Sheet   7    Continued). 


Canned  Goods. 
C.  L. 

5th  class. 

Canned  Goods. 
L.  C.  L. 

Southern    3d 
Official  R.  26. 


From  B.  St.  Louis 
To  Ohio  River, 

2c  below  5th  class. 

From  Indpls. 
To  Ohio  River, 

From  E.  St.  Louis 
To  Ohio  River, 

being  5th  class. 

From   Indpls. 


Indianapolis  should  have 
13c   same  relative  rate, 

viz.:  7%c 

Rate    from    Indianapolis 
9%     should  be  on  same  rela- 
tive basis,  viz.,  5th 
15     class,  9%c 


To  Ohio  River,       15% 


Fruit  Jars  and 
Jelly  Glasses. 

C.  L 

5th  class. 


Window  Glass. 

C.  L. 

5th  class. 


From  E.  St.  Louis, 

To  Ohio  River, 
being  6th  class. 

From  Indpls. 

To  Ohio  River, 


From  E.  St.  Louis 

To  Ohio  River, 
being  2c  below  5th 
class. 

From  Indpls. 

To  Ohio  River. 


Rate    from    Indianapolis 
12c  should  be,  6th  class,      8c 


9V2 


Rate    from    Indianapolis 
13c  should  be  on  same 

basis,  7%c 


9% 


Leaf   Lard. 
C.   L. 


From  E.  St.  Louis 

To  Ohio  River, 
6th  class  basis. 
From  Indpls. 

To  Ohio  River, 
or  4th  class  basis. 


Indianapolis  should  have 
12c  same  relative  basis, 

viz.,  6th  class,  8c 

12  y2  c 


Sheet  8. 
To  Green    Line  Territory. 
From  E.  St.  Louis  Indianapolis  should  have 


Fresh    Meat. 
C.  L. 


Laundry   Soap. 
Washing    Powder. 
C.  L.  and 
L.  C.  L. 

Southern 

Classification. 


To  Ohio  Rivef, 
or  5th  class. 
When     for     Carolina 

points, 
or  6th  class. 
From  Indpls. 

To  Ohio  River,  .   12% 
or  4th  class. 


15c 

same  relative  bi 

asis, 

12 

viz., 
5th  class, 
6th  class, 

91/2C 

8 

From  E.  St.  Louis 

To  Ohio  River, 

or  2c  below  6th  class. 

From  Indpls. 

To  Ohio  River,  8 

or   6th   class. 


Indianapolis  should  have 
1q     same  relative  basis, 

viz.,  6c 


12 


,  *||.-.  i     -    •   ..in  l n w.-.l .  i 


Stoves. 


f>th  ■ 


Stoves. 

■  lass. 


To  Ohio  Kiv 

no  [ndpl 

.~th 
When  for  Carolina 
poll 

DO  E.  St.  Louis 
To  Ohio  River, 

h  class. 
•  m  Indpls. 
To  Ohio  River, 

From  E.  St.  Louis 
To  Ohio  River, 
-;•  3d  class. 
m  [ndpl 
class. 
When  for  Carolina 
poll 

From  K.  St.  Louis 

To  Ohio  River, 
lc  below  6th  class. 
Prom  Inilpls., 

or  :'.<!  class. 


Same    relative    basis 
13c  should  apply  from  Indian- 
apolis, viz..  7%c  and  5c, 
•  Mvely. 


19 


11 


Rates    from    Indianapolis 
should  be  on  same  rela- 
tive basis,  viz.,  13  ^c 
and  when  for  Caro- 
lina points,  7 


'  eneral  Freight  Ayents,  Indianapolis  Roads: 

D  lb  Sib:  -We  presenl  herewith  our  sheets  Nos.  {-i 
10  and  11,  showing;  some  striking  inequalities  in  the  cur- 
rent   rates  applying  "ii  traffic  t<>  common  points  in  the 

theastem  territory  from  [ndianapolis,  as  compared 
with  published  rates  from  Bt  Louis,  etc.,  as  per  K.  1>. 
Tariff  615. 

The  relative  rates  from  Indianapolis  which  we  ask  for, 
;iv  >iio\vii  on  our  Bheets,  are  based  on  i  he  difference  in  rates 
north  of  the  river  as  between  Easl  St.  Louis  and  Indian- 
apolis, alter  deducting  the  rates  beyond  Cincinnati  from 
the  published  thruugh  rates  from  East  St  Louis,  and 
which  we  think  is  n  fair  basis  in  oVtrnninino-  tin-  through 
rates  from  I  ndianapolis. 

We  trust  iliis  iia>is  of  adjustment  will  appeal  to  yon 

fair  i"  ;ill  interests,  and  will  be  pleased  u>  hear  from 
you  regarding  the  same.     We  do  nol  understand  why  In- 


13 


dianapolis  interests  should  be  so  neglected  in  fixing  and 
publishing  such  rates. 

Kindly  favor  us  with  an  early  expression  and  oblige. 
Very  truly  yours, 


Commissioner. 
August  3,  190G. 

Sheet  9. 
COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES    OPERATING 
AGAINST   INDIANAPOLIS  INTERESTS. 
To  Common  Points  in   Southeastern   Territory. 

From  Indpls.  min.  weight  Indianapolis  should  have 
24,000  lbs.,  subject  to  same  minimum  weight 
Rule  27,  Official  Classifl-  basis  as  St.  Louis,  viz., 
cation.  12,000       lbs.,       Southern 

From     St.     Louis     min.   Classification, 
weight  12,000  lbs,  subject 
to  Southern  Classificat'n. 


Furniture. 
C.  L. 


Terra  Cotta. 

Through  rate 

Basis  for  rates  from  St. 

C.  L. 

From  E.  St.  Louis, 

25c 

Louis  is  not  apparent  but 

(for  building.) 

From  Indpls., 

rate     from     Indianapolis 

Southern 

To  Ohio  River, 

8 

should  not  be  higher 

Classification. 

South, 
Through, 

20 
28 

than   from    St.    Louis, 
viz.,                                  25c 

Canned  Goods. 

Through  rate 

Indianapolis  should  have 

C.  L. 

From  E.  St.  Louis, 

51c 

same  relative  through 

5th  class. 

From  Indpls., 

rate,  viz.,                     45%c 

To  Ohio  River, 

9% 

5c  below  5th  class  up 

South, 

41 

to  Ohio  River. 

Through, 

50% 

Canned  Goods. 
L.  C.  L. 
Southern  3d 

Through  rate 
From  E.  St.  Louis, 
From  Indpls., 

64c 

Indianapolis  should  have 
same  relative  through 
rate,  viz.,                     58%c 

Official  R.  26. 

To  Ohio  River, 

15% 

lc  below  5th  class  up 

South, 

50 

to  Ohio  River. 

Through, 

65% 

Tin  Cans. 

Through  rate 

Indianapolis  should  have 

4th  class. 

From  E.  St.  Louis, 

67c 

same  relative  through 

From  Indpls., 

rate,  viz.,  6th  class  up  to 

To  Ohio  River, 

12% 

Ohio  River. 

South, 

55 

Through, 

67% 

• 

Glass  Fruit  Jars. 
Jelly  Glasses. 

5th  class. 

C.  L. 


Through  rate 

From  E.  St.  Louis,    43c 

From  Indpls., 

To  Ohio  River,        9% 
South,  35 

Through,  44% 


Indianapolis  should  have 
samerelative  through 
rate,  viz.,  .         39c 

4c  below  6th  class  up 
to  Ohio  River. 


14 


Sheet  10. 
To  Common   Points    in    Southeastern    Territory. 


Window  Glass. 
L 
5th  da 


Throuuli  rate 

Prom  E    St  Louis,    17c 
:n  Indpls., 
To  Ohio  River, 
South,  35 

Through,  14% 


Indianapolis  should  have 
same  relative  through 
rate,  viz.,  43c 

6th  class  up  to  Ohio 
River. 


Lamp  Chimneys. 

Through  rate 

Indianapolis  should  have 

L 

From  E.  St  Louis, 

76c 

s;une  relative  through 

1th  el. 

From  indpls., 

rate.  viz..                       70%C 

To  ohin  River, 

12% 

lc  below  .">th  class  up 

ih. 

to  Ohio  River. 

Through, 

74% 

Fresh    Meat. 
L. 


Through  rate 

From  E.  St.  Louis,  "N> 

From  Indpls., 

To  Ohio  River,  12% 

South.  15 

Through,  57% 


Indianapolis  should  have 
same  relative  through 
rate,   viz.,  54c 

lc  above  6th  class  up 
to  Ohio  River. 


Machinery. 

Through  i 

Same      relative     through 

Pulleys,  C.  L. 

>m  E.  St.  Louis, 

4  1c 

rate  should  apply  from 

Hangers,  C.  L. 

From  Imlpls.. 

Indianapolis,  viz.,          40c 

Shaft  in--.  C.   L. 

To  Ohio  River, 

8 

4c  below  6th  class  up 

6th  class. 

South, 

36 

to  Ohio  River. 

Through, 

44 

Molasses   Syrup. 

Through  rate 

Indianapolis  should  have 

L 

From  E.  St.  Louis, 

same  relative  through 

5th  cla 

From  Indpls.. 

rate,   viz.,                          30c 

To  Ohio  River. 

9% 

%   of   6th   class  to 

South, 

26 

Ohio  River. 

Through, 

35% 

Molasses    Syrup. 

Through  rate 

Indianapolis  should  have 

L  C.   L 

From  E.  St.  Louis, 

36 

same  relative  through 

r.ih  class. 

From   Indpls., 

rate,    viz., 

To  Ohio  River. 

9% 

below  6th  class 

South. 

26 

to  Ohio  River. 

Through. 

Laundry 

I. 
•i  class. 


Laundry   Soap. 
L.   C.   L. 
6th  cli 


Common   Points   in 
Soap. 


Sheet  11. 

Southeastern 


Through  ral 

From   K.  St.  Louis. 
From  [ndpl 

To  Ohio  River, 

South, 

Through, 
Through  rate 
From   I-:.  St.   Louis. 
From    [ndpl 

To  Ohio  River. 

tth, 
Through, 


35c 

8 
28 
36 

8 
35 


Territory. 

Indianapolis  should  have 

same  relative  through 
rate,  viz.,  31c 

r,c  below  t'.th  class 
to  Ohio  River. 

Indianapolis  should  have 

same  relative  through 
rate,  viz..  4lc 

2c  below  6th  class 
to  Ohio  River. 


15 


(Sheet    11    Continued.) 


Soap    Powders 
and   Washing 
Compounds, 
(not  liquids)  C.  L. 


Soap  Powders 
and   Washing 
Compounds, 
(not  liquids) 
L.  C.  L. 


Through  rate 
From  E.  St.  Louis, 
From  Indpls., 

To  Ohio  River, 

South, 

Through, 
Through  rate 
From  E.  St.  Louis, 
From  Indpls., 

To  Ohio  River, 

South, 

Through, 


35c 

8 
28 
36 

45 


35 
43 


Indianapolis  should  have 
same  relative  through 
rate,  viz.,  31c 

5c  below  6th  class 
to  Ohio  River. 

Indianapolis  should  have 
.same  relative  through 
rate,  viz.,  41c 

2c  below  6th  class  to 
Ohio  River. 


Paints,  Putty  and    Through  rate 

Same      relative     through 

White   Lead.               From  E.  St.  Louis, 

53c 

rate  should  apply  from 

(Any    quantity)     From  Indpls., 

Indianapolis,  viz.,         49c 

To  Ohio  River, 

12% 

4c  below  6th  class  to 

South, 

45 

Ohio  River. 

Through, 

57% 

Pipe-Wrought 
Iron. 

C.  L. 


Through  rate 

From  E.  St.  Louis,  32c 

From  Indpls., 

To  Ohio  River,  9 

South,  25 

Through,  34 


Indianapolis  should  have 
same  relative  through 
rate,  viz.,  28c 

5c  below  6th  class  to 
Ohio  River. 


Stoves. 
C.  L. 


Through  rate 

From  E.  St.  Louis,  43c 

From  Indpls., 

To  Ohio  River,        9% 

South,  35 

Through,  44% 


Same      relative     through 
rate  should  apply  from 
Indianapolis,  viz.,         39c 
4c  below  6th  class  to 
Ohio  River. 


To  General  Freight  Agents,  Indianapolis  Roads: 


Dear  Sir  : — Herewith  are  our  sheets  numbered  12  and 
13  presenting  some  comparisons  in  rates  where  Indianap- 
olis is  very  much  out  of  line  and  we  ask  that  adjustment 
be  made  to  the  proper  relative  basis  as  shown  on  enclosed. 

Kindly  advise  and  oblige. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Commissioner. 


August  3,  1906. 


n; 


Sheet   12. 


COMPARATIVE      RATES     SHOWING 
AGAINST    INDIANAPO 
Between  Various  Points  in 

Louis, 

To  Cincinnati, 
To  JeflersonvUle, 
i  \Vw  Albany, 
To   Louisville, 

5c  under  3d  cla 
From    Indianapolis, 

Cincinnati,       19% 
To  mville,  19% 

To  New  Albany, 
To   Louisville,        20% 


OPERATING 


Bags. 

lap  and 

,ny. 
C    L 

Offi. 

•ion. 


INEQUALITIES 
LIS   INTERESTS. 
C.   F.   A.  Territory. 

relative  basis 

20c   should    apply    from  Indi- 
an    anapolis,  viz.: 

20         To  Cincinnati,  14% 

20         To  Jeffersonville,  14% 

To  New  Albany,  14% 

To  Louisville,  15% 


Castings.  Prom   Chicago, 

To   lv   St.   Louis.     10c 
L.  From  Indianapolis, 

To  E.  St  Louis,     13% 
It  is  stated  Chgo.  lines 
are  protecting  8c  per  cwt 
on  loo.-  ags. 


Fresh  Meat. 

9   tO 

i  ial 

on. 
3d  cli 


Provisions. 

L. 

aSS. 


Indianapolis  should  have 
same  rate  as  published 
from  Chgo.,  viz.:  Same  to 
apply  on  castings, 
loose,  10c 


From    Chicago, 

To   Detroit.  20c 

3%c  less  than  3d  class. 
From   Indianapolis, 

To  Detroit.  24% 

or  3d  class. 


Indianapolis  should  have 
same  rate  as  from  Chgo., 
being  practically  the 
same  distance,  20c 


From    Chici 

To  Detroit,  Mich., 
Ic  under  "th  class. 
From  Indianapolis, 

To  Detroit,  Mich., 
5th  class. 


14 


Indianapolis  should  have 
same  rate  as  from  Chgo., 
being  practically  the 
same  distance,  12c 


Sheet  13. 
Between  Various  Points  in  C.  F.  A.  Territory. 


Hides.     G.  S. 
C.  L. 

5th  class. 


From  St.  Louis, 

To  Boyne   City, 

Mich., 

To  Cheboygan, 

Mich.,  20% 

or  5c  less  than  6th 
class. 
From  Indianapolis, 

To  Boyne  City, 

Mich.,  25 

To  Cheboygan, 

Mich.,  23 

or  5th  class. 


Rate    from    Indianapolis 

on    same    relative    basis 

20%c  would  be,  15c 


Hides.     G.  S. 
C.  L. 
5th  class. 


From  St.  Louis, 

To  Holland,  Mich.,  14% 

To  Grand  Haven,  14% 

To  Muskegon,  14% 

or  lc  below  6th  class. 

From  Indianapolis, 

To  Holland,  Mich.,  15% 

To  Grand  Haven,  15% 

To  Muskegon,  15% 

5th  class. 


Rate  from  Indianapolis 
on  same  relative  basis 
would  be,  12c 


L8 

('/minii'in  Indianapolis  Freight  Committee, 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Dim;  Sir;  Under  prevailing  conditions  governing 
the  making  of  rates  to  aon-prorating  points  in  Mississippi 
M,\  and  adjacent  territory  where  combination  of  rates 
to  and  from  Memphis,  Ne\s  Orleans,  etc.,  effecl  the  lowi 
through  rates,  such  combination  through  rates  are  author- 
ised from  Chicago,  Cincinnati,  Louisville,  Evansville,  St. 
Louis  and  .-ill  points  west  of  the  Endiana-Illinois  state 
line  while  from  Indianapolis,  under  agreemenl  of  the 
roads,  through  rates  to  the  territory  mentioned  must  be 
made  by  the  sums  of  local  rates  from  [ndianapolis  to  Ohio 
River  Crossings  or  St.  Louis,  plus  the  rates  from  thi 
points.  This,  we  contend,  is  wrong  both  in  principle  and 
application  t<>  forbid  the  use  of  the  lower  combination  from 
one  section  while  authorizing  and  permitting  the  practice 
from  other  and  favored  localities — and  having  in  mind 
that  [ndianapolis  is  intermediate  l>.\  routes  over  which  the 
low er  basis  appli< 

Subjecl  i<>  these  unfair  conditions,  Indianapolis  is  ;ir 
decided  disadvantage  in  rates  i"  the  territory  in  question. 
\  fi'w  comparisons,  as  shown  mi  attached  sheets  numbered 
if  to  17  inclusive,  will  serve  to  illustrate  the  hardship  to 
oin-  interests. 

w  -•  ask  thai  the  present  rule  or  agreement  among  the 
roads  he  set  aside  and  permil  rates  to  be  made  from  In- 
dianapolis, using  the  combination  on  Mississippi  Valley 
points  the  same  ;is  authorized  from  tin-  other  places,  all 
competitive  with  our  interests  here;  and  request  that  seri- 
ous  i  onsideration  be  Riven  this  subiect  ;it  the  next  meeting 
of  your  committee  and  action  taken  that  will  present  the 
matter  to  the  Central  Freighl  Association  for  attention  by 
th;it  i»<>d\  ;ii  it^  next  meeting  in  September. 

A  r..|.\  of  iiiis  letter  is  being  mailed  id  the  traffic  of- 
ficials of  Mi.'  Beveral  Indianapolis  roads. 

\  i  rv  i  nil  v  yours, 


Commissioner. 
August  29,  L90< 
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Chairman  Indianapolis  Freight  Committee, 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Dear  Sir: — We  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  dis- 
parity in  rates  from  Indianapolis  as  compared  with  Chi- 
cago  and  Cincinnati  to  points  in  Tennessee  and  M  88  - 

sippi. 

Tariffs   carrying   through   rates   are  published   from 
Chicago  and  from  Cincinnati,  but  not  from  Indianapolis, 
and  our  rates  through  to  the  territory  in  question  are  made 
on  sums  of  local  rat-  3       Ohio  River  Crossings,  plus  r? 
from  thoa  ots,  resulting  in  much  higher  rates  from  In- 

dianapolis than  in  effect  from  Chicago  and  Cincinnati. 
The  enclosed  sheets  numbered  lv  t  21  inclusive  present 
a  comparison  of  some  of  the  rates  referred  to. 

YW  note  the  nice  alignment  pres  d  throughout  in 
rates  from  Chicago  and  Cincinnati  and  we  are  certainly 
entitled  to  the  same  relative  adjustment,  being  intermedi- 
ate, observing  Cincinnati  rates  as  maxima  from  Indian- 
apolis. 

We  ask  that  through  rates  on  that  basis  be  shown  in 
Mississippi  and  Tennessee  Junction  Tariff  No.  3  and  other 
issues  which  may  be  published  under  authority  of  Central 
Freight  Association  roads. 

Please  bring  this  subject  before  the  next  meeting  of 
your  committee  that  action  may  be  taken  to  present  the 
matter  to  the  Central  Freight  Association  for  considera- 
tion of  that  body  at  its  September  meeting. 

Very  truly  touts, 


1    'lninissioner. 
August  29,  1906. 
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COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERAT 

^OLIS    INTERESTS. 
Tc  essee  and    Mississippi. 
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Chairman  Indianapolis  Freight  Committee, 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

in  \k  Sib:  Class  and  commodity  rates  from  Indian- 
apolis are  held  on  a  much  higher  basis  than  Chicago  and 
Cincinnati  on  traffic  destined  bo  territory  in  Louisiana, 
along  the  Texas  &  Pacific  and  Southern  Pacific  Railways. 

Prom  Chicago  and  Cincinnati  the  Btraighl  New  Or- 
leans rates  apply  to  manj  of  the  points,  and  the  others  take 
certain  arbitraries  over  \<u  Orleans  rates,  making  in  all 
cases  much  lower  rates  than  effective  from  Indian- 
apolis on  the  present  basis,  whereby  our  through  rates  are 
made  up  on  locals  to  Ohio  River  Crossings  pins  the  rates 
from  those  points.  Sheets  aumbered  22,  ~:\  and  24,  en- 
closed herewith,  show  the  inequalities  referred  to  in  cL 
rates  and  on  some  of  the  more  important  commodities.  In 
our  exhibit  on  commodity  rates  we  use  Plaquemine,  Lou- 
isiana, merely  as  an  illustration  to  show  the  inequality 
which  applies  in  like  manner  to  all  the  other  points. 

We  ask  that  the  existing  unjust  restrictions  be  remov- 
ed and  that  Indianapolis  be  given  the  same  basis  for 
through  rates  to  the  territory  in  question  as  authorized 
from  the  other  points  as  shown  in  exhibits.  Our  manufac- 
turing and  shipping  interests  are  entitled  to  this — being 
intermediate  and  competition  requires  that  our  rates  be 
adjusted  to  a  proper  relative  basis  with  other  points  and 
disi  rict  3. 

Please  submit  this  subject  to  your  committee  at  its 
aext  meeting  that  anion  may  be  taken  to  present  the  mat- 
ter to  the  Central  Freight  Association  Cor  consideration 
at  the  September  meeting  of  that  body. 

<  Jopies  of  this  letter  are  being  mailed  to  traffic  officials 
of  i he  several  Indianapolis  roads. 

\  -  !\  i ruly  yours, 


( commissioner. 
August  30,  L90I 
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Sheet  23. 

■  in  Indpls.  Relative 

Commodity    Rates.                            From  'Sums  of  basis  from 

...        '  Chicago.  <  incinnnti.  ocal  rates  to  Indpls.  with 

'"                                         Through  Through     Olilo  River  Clntl.  rate 

Plaquemine,   La.                         \u\  tariff,  and  beyond,  as  max'm, 

CL  LCL  OL  LCL  CL  LCL  CL  LCL 

Baking    Powder n     58  54         17      69  39     54 

29                36%  29 

Canned    I             :;:;     '"  ::1     :;l        37%  55%  :'-l     34 

1"  1}                51%  14 

Furniture: 

Iron  or  brass),  Wire 

Mattresses  and  Cots,  Spring 

Beds,      Wood      dibs      and 

Chairs,       Metallic       Couch 

Curtain     Poles — 

in  mixed  carloads •"•"  '"               62%  11 

Kitchen    Safes i~  ' '                59%  1 1 

Window   class n  14%  36 

Refrigerators    5s     71  54     72         601-  54     72 

ial    Iron 26  29     29         36%  37%  29     29 

Paints    26  29                36%  29 

Paper: 

Roofing  and   building 29               35 

Starch 35  33                 37  33 

St i  >\  es     :'"  :;:;                    :;  i  ;;:' 

Woodenware    34                13%  34 

Machinery   41  44%  39 

♦Lowest   Combination. 


Sheet  24. 

Relative 

basis  from 

Commodity     Rates. 

From 

From              From 

Indpls.  with 
Cincti.  rate 

To 

Chi<  ago. 

Cincinnati,   [nd'napolis. 

as  maxim. 

Napoleon  ville, 

La, 

19 

17                    50% 

47 

Machinery. 

X.  Orleans, 

N.  Orleans,  Ohio  River. 

Indpls.  to 

C    L. 

ii 

:;:»                 13% 

N.Or'ns,  39 

N.Or'ns,29 

Arbitv.       s 

Arbity.       8   Arbity,     8 

Arbity.       8 

Thr'gh,    19 

Thr'gh,    17  Thr'gh  50% 

Thr'gh,    17 

To 

34 

36 

30 

Howell,  La. 

N.  Orleans, 

X.  i  >rleans,  Ohio  River, 

Indpls.  to 

Iron    Pipe. 

26 

22                  L0 

N.Or'ns,  22 

C.   I. 

Arbitv       s 

Arbity.       8    N.Or*ns,18 

Arbity.       s 

Thr'gh,    34 

Thr'gh,    30  Arbitv.     8 
Thr'gh,  36 

Thr'gh,    30 

To 

11 

39                   15% 

39 

Thibodaux,   La 

X.  ( >i  h-ans. 

X   i  >i  leans.  ( )hio  River, 

Indpls.  to 

Canned  Goods. 

:::; 

31                    9% 

N.Or'ns,  31 

C.   I- 

Arbity,       s 

Arbity,      8  N.Or'ns 

Arbity.       8 

Thr'gh,    ii 

Thr'gh,    39  Arbitv,     8 

Thr'gh,   39 

To 

Thr'gh,   15% 

Thibodaux,  La. 

Furniture: 
Iron  beds, 
cribs,    mattresses. 
In  mixed  carloads. 

62 

X.  Oil> 

50 

Arbity.     12 

Thr'gh,    62 

59                  74 

■   bans.   ( >hio  River. 

17                    27 

Arbity.     12    N.Or'ns.35 

Thr'gh,    59   Arbity.  12 

Thr'gh,  74 

59 
Indpls.  to 
N.Or'ns,  (7 

Arbity,     12 
Thr'gh . 
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Secretary    Indianapolis  Freight   Committee, 

I  a  ilia  n  a  pol  is.  I  ml. 

Dear  Sir — Replying  to  your  letter  of  the  18th  inst., 
with  reference  to  our  Sheets  4  and  5.  We  are  wholly  at  loss 
to  understand  what  is  meant  by  your  Committee  in  assert- 
ing that  with  exception  of  exhibit  presented  on  chairs,  the 
inequalities  shown  in  ratings  on  the  other  commodities 
treated  in  these  sheets  were  not  serious  enough  to  warrant 
any  charge;  also  that  some  of  the  commodities  mentioned 
are  not  shipped  from  Indianapolis.  That  is  a  most  remark- 
able statement  to  emanate  from  a  committee  supposed  to 
look  after  the  questions  of  proper  rate  adjustments  on 
behalf  of  industries  here,  that  fair  treatment  may  be  ac- 
corded in  keeping  with  ratings  on  our  commodities  au- 
thorized and  in  effect  from  competitive  points.  The  only 
commodity  shown  on  the  sheets  in  question  not  manufac- 
tured and  shipped  from  here  is  raditors — and  that  item 
was  included  to  secure  relative  rate  basis,  viz:  6th  class 
in  the  interests  of  the  Shirley  Raditor  manufacturers, 
whose  proprietors  reside  here  and  are  members  of  this 
bureau. 

We  desire  to  ask  the  Committee  if  on  furniture  from 
Michigan  points  where  the  classification  rating  of  2nd 
class  is  set  aside  and  a  commodity  rate  authorized  on  a 
basis  of  3rd  class,  while  from  Indianapolis  the  2nd  class 
rates  are  charged,  they  do  not  regard  that  as  of  sufficient 
importance  to  make  a  favorable  recommendation  for  3rd 
class  from  Indianapolis  to  the  same  points  of  destination. 
Also  noticing  the  second  illustration  on  furniture  on  basis 
of  120  per  cent,  of  4th  class  from  the  Michigan  districts, 
while  holding  Indianapolis  to  classification  basis  on  2nd 
class.  Does  not  this  appeal  to  the  Committee  as  entitled 
to  adjustment  in  the  interests  and  rights  of  Indianapolis 
traffic?  Xote  the  differences:  Under  the  first  illustra- 
tion, Ray  City  to  Chicago,  305  miles,  23V2c ;  Detroit  to 
Chicago,  284  miles,  23i/?c;  Toledo  to  Chicago,  244  miles. 
23"i  L.c;  Grand  Rapids,  178  miles,  2iy2c;  Muskegon,  192 
and  Sparta,  193  miles  to  Chicago,  21Voc;  while  Indianap- 
olis, 1S3  miles  from  Chicago,  pays  25c. 

Note  the  second  illustration:  Rates  on  furniture  to 
Chicago,  from  Ray  City,  Detroit  and  Toledo,  20c;  from 
Muskegon,  Sparta  and  Grand  Rapids,  IT1  •_.<•;  while  Indi- 
anapolis pays  25c. 


Our  furniture  manufacturers  will  no  doubl  be  much 
hn  ,|   to  knew    h"\\    the  members  of  the  Committee 

nil  on  the  pi oposition. 

The  poinl  involved  in  the  illustrations  on  Varnish, 
Stoves,  Radiators  and  Woodenware,  the  same  as  on  chairs, 
is  thai  the  classification  basis  has  been  sel  aside  by  agree- 
ments  among  the  roads  and  under  authority  of  Central 
Freight  Association  to  favor  those  interests  at  Toledo  and 
the  Michigan  districts  with  lowei  rates  by  commodity  tar- 
iffs, while  [ndianapolis  is  held  strictlj  to  classification 
rating;  and  it  matters  not  whether  the  difference  in  rate 

suiting  therefr be  great    or  small,   the  principle  of 

right  and  justice  is  involved  and  our  interests  are  entitled 
and  shall  insist  upon  the  same  relative  rate  basis.  If 
from  Michigan  or  other  districts  commodities  are  given 
lower  class  basis  than  classification,  then  Indianapoli3 
urns!  have  the  same  class  basis. 

1 1  is  surprising  and  deeply  disappointing  to  hear  the 
Committee  say  these  discriminations  in  classification  are 
of  no  importance  and  accordingly  refuse  to  recommend 
that  fairness  and  justice  be  done  for  Indianapolis  interests. 

( >n  Varnish,  [ndianapolis  is  100  miles  shorter  dis- 
tance than  Detroit  to  Chicago,  yet  we  pay  higher  rate. 
From  Detroit  to  Danville,  Illinois,  is  300  miles,  the  dis- 
tance from  [ndianapolis  >••".  yet  we  pay  12y2c  against  De- 
tt-nit  13c. 

On  Stoves  we  pay  one  class  higher  than  Detroit  to 
Chicago,  our  rate  5th  class,  Ll%c,  rate  from  Detroit  on 
6th  class,  \^r.  Radiators,  same  conditions  as  applying  on 
Stoves. 

<  >n  Woodenware  to  Chicago,  with  comparative  dis- 
tances given  above,  Indianapolis  pays  It:-,  while  Bay  City, 
Detroit  and  Toledo  pay  Hie.  Woodenware  to  E.  St.  Louis, 
distances  and  rate  as  follows  :  Hav  <  Mi  v.  5Sr>  miles,  1  71  -.c  ; 
hetn.it.  188  miles.  L7y2c;  Toledo,  436  miles.  17^c;  while 

Indianapolis.  242  miles,  pays  16c,  the  difference  between 
tih  class  rates  charged  from  Indianapolis  and  6th  class 
rates  from  the  other  points. 

I-  it  possible  the  initial  carriers  ai  this  point  would 
undertake  to  justify  your  expressed  refusal  to  remedy  such 
glaring  discriminations  against  these  important  Indian- 
apolis intei  We  believe  upon  reflection  your  Com- 
mittee will  reverse  its  decision  completely  in  this  connec- 
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tion.  We  are  asking  only  for  what  is  clearly  our  rights 
and  the  Indianapolis  Freight  Committee  is  derelict  in  its 
duties  and  responsibilities,  alike  to  the  initial  roads  it  rep- 
resents and  the  shipping  interests  of  this  community,  in 
refusings  to  act  towards  correcting  the  palpable  wrongs 
pointed  out  on  our  Sheets  1  and  5. 

We   hope  to   hear   further  and   favorably   from   the 
Committee  in  this  connection. 

Very  truly  yours 


Commissioner. 


Oct.  22.  1906. 


Secretary    Indianapolis  Freight  Committer. 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Dear  Sir  : — Replying  to  your  letter  of  Oct.  18th,  with 
reference  to  our  Sheets  Xos.  11  to  17,  inclusive,  treating 
the  question  of  rates  to  non-prorating  points  in  Mississippi 
Valley  and  adjacent  territory;  also  our  Sheets  18  to  20,  in- 
clusive, relative  to  rates  to  interior  junction  points  in  Tern 
nessee  and  Mississippi. 

We  beg  to  impress  upon  the  Committee  that  their 
vieAvs  are  entirely  in  error  in  proposing  Chicago  rates  as 
basis  from  Indianapolis  to  the  territory  in  question.  By 
no  just  nor  competent  reasoning  can  any  such  conclusions 
be  sustained  and  we  protest  strongly  against  that  sort  of, 
adjustment.  Sheets  11  to  17,  IS  to  21  and  22  to  21,  in- 
clusive, although  covered  by  different  tariff  issues,  de- 
scribe three  parts  of  one  general  territory  to  the  west  of 
Green  Line  or  Southeastern  Territory  and  east  of  the  Miss- 
issippi River,  excepting  Texas  and  Pacific  and  Southern 
Pacific  Railway  points,  and  in  the  matter  of  fixing  a  rate 
basis  for  Indianapolis  to  that  whole  section  we  beg  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  a  basis  already  exists  and  has 
long  been  established,  i.  e.,  the  published  class  rates  from 
Cincinnati  as  maxima  from  Indianapolis  to  Mississippi 
Valley  prorating  points,  and  we  want  that  basis  recognized 
and  used  in  fixing  all  rates,  class  and  commodity,  to  that 
whole  territory.  In  the  last  paragraph  of  your  letter  von 
state  our  Sheets  22,  23  and  21  have  been  approved  with- 
out any  alteration,  which  is  the  adoption  of  Cincinnati 
rates  as  maxima  from  Indianapolis,  and  that  is  the  only 
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correct  treatment  to  give  to  adjustments  asked  under  our 
Sheets  1  I  to  17  ;iu<l  18  to  21,  and  uot  to  do  bo  would  be  al- 
together inconsistent  with  the  Committee's  action  on 
Sheets  22,  23  and  24,  since  the  general  situation  and  pate 
conditions  as  between  Chicago  and  Cincinnati  are  the 
same  throughout.  Yon  will  observe  thai  on  the  commodi- 
ties shown  in  all  the  sheets,  it  to  24,  Cincinnati  rates  gen- 
erally are  2c  and  k  belo'w  Chicago,  and  so  with  the  class 
rates  except ing  Lsl  and  2nd  class 

We  trusl  we  have  made  this  clear;  thai  a  solu- 
tion for  one  is  the  solution  for  all  contained  in  Sheets  1  t 
to  24,  inclusive,  and  that  the  Committee  will  reconsider  the 
matter  and  recommend  Cincinnati  rates  as  maximum  basis 
for  Indianapolis  to  territory  described  in  our  Sheets  H 
to  21,  inclusive.  Will  expect  to  hear  further  from  yon  ad- 
vising the  Committee's  action  in  response  to  above. 

Ven  i l'nlv  yours 


t  Jommissioner. 
22,  1906. 


Chairman  Indianapolis  Freight  Committee, 

Indianapolis,  Iml. 

Dead  Sib:  We  are  in  receipt  <d'  several  letters  dated 
Oct.  18th,  from  Secretary  Barr,  advising  the  action  taken 
by  your  Committee  <>n  some  of  our  Exhibits  of  Compara- 
tive Rates;  also  regarding  some  of  the  special  subjects 
presented  by  the  Bureau. 

Enclosed  are  copies  of  letters  in  reply  to  Mr.  -Kan's 
communications  where  it  appears  the  Committee's  action 
is  in  error  and  insufficient  to  do  justice  to  our  pr6positions. 

In  order  that  there  may  be  no  misunderstanding  and 
to  enable  your  Committee  to  fully  comprehend  the  signifi- 
cance <d'  our  Exhibits,  Sheets  1  to  24,  inclusive,  will  state 
that  under  Sheets  l.  5,  6,  7.  8,  9,  10,  LI,  12  and  L3  we  pre- 
at  specific  cases  and  ask  for  exactly  the  same  basis  of 
rating  on  the  commodities  named,  to  the  same  points  of 
destination  or  basing  points,  i.  e.,  where  interests  at  other 
points  are  favored  to  the  extent  of  Betting  aside  the  elassi- 
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fication  rating  and  by  commodity  tariff  or  otherwise  the 
carriers  make  rates  on  the  basis  of  one  or  two  or  three 
classes  lower  than  classification,  or  lc,  2c,  3c,  4c  or  5c  be- 
low the  proper  class  rate;  then  we  shall  insist  that  the 
same  concessions  be  made  for  Indianapolis  traffic. 

All  the  other  sheets,  viz. :  1,  2,  3,  14  to  17,  18  to  21,  22 
to  24,  inclusive,  point  to  inequalities  operating  against  In- 
dianapolis  in  the  several  tariff  issues  covering  the  terri- 
tories described  in  the  heading  of  our  Exhibits,  and  the 
adjustments  called  for  involve  the  full  scope  of  these  tar- 
iffs and  extent  of  territory  and  all  rates,  class  or  commod- 
ity, carried  in  each  tariff.  That  is  to  say,  the  instances  or 
comparisons  set  forth  in  our  sheets  are  presented  only  as 
illustrations,  reflecting  the  conditions  of  the  entire  tariff 
or  tariffs  applying  to  all  of  the  commodities  or  class  rates 
to  all  points  embraced  in  the  territories  described  and  cov- 
ered by  such  tariffs,  and  not  merely  the  particular  cases 
used  for  illustrations. 

For  your  further  information  and  understanding  of 
the  situation  and  our  attitude  and  demands  for  a  complete 
revision  and  readjustment  of  Indianapolis  rates,  we  en- 
close next  attached  copy  of  letter  addressed  to  the  traffic 
officials  of  the  several  Indianapolis  roads,  also  summary 
accompanying  same  setting  forth  specifically  the  adjust- 
ments called  for  in  connection  with  each  of  our  several  Ex- 
hibits. Sheets  1  to  24. 

Our  members,  realizing  the  flagrant  discriminations 
existing  against  Indianapolis  traffic,  are  insistent  upon 
having  full  justice  done  in  the  readjustment  of  our  rate 
situations  and  merely  partial  or  half-way  measures  of 
relief  or  indifference  on  the  part  of  the  Committee  acting 
for  the  initial  carriers,  as  indicated  by  Secretary  Barr's 
letter  of  the  18th  dealing  with  some  of  the  propositions, 
will  be  resented  and  contested  by  the  Bureau. 

We  trust  your  Committee  will  in  .fairness  admit  the 
correctness  of  our  contention  and  do  justice  to  our  inter- 
ests here  in  recommending  for  radical  and  complete  read- 
justment in  Indianapolis  rates  and  conditions  applying 
to  our  traffic. 

Very  truly  yours 


Commissioner. 
Oct.  23,  1906. 


rral  Freight  Agents,  Indianapolis  Roads. 

Deab  Sir:  Referring  to  the  many  propositions,  onr 
Sheets  Nos.  l  to  24,  inclusive,  presented  i»\  this  Bureau 
the  [ndianapolis  Committee,  copies  of  which  have  been 
furnished  to  the  traffic  officials  of  the  several  [ndianapolis 
roads,  railing  for  adjustment  in  our  rate  situations.  We 
have  ty  our  exhibits  dearly  established  the  fad  thai  [ndi- 
anapolis traffic  destined  in  every  direction  excepting  east- 
bound  is  subjected  to  excessive  and  unwarranted  rates 
relatively  to  the  rates  in  effect  from  surrounding  competi- 
tive «-it  ies 

We  show  thai  respectively  rates  from  Chicago,  Cin- 
cinnati, and  from  E.  St.  Louis  i<>  Mississippi  Valley  points, 
to  territory  known  as  Interior  .Mississippi  ami  Tennessee 
junction  points,  to  Green  lane  Territory  and  Southeastern 
common  |»«iiiii>.  effective  over  routes  passing  through  Indi- 
anapolis, are  made  and  in  effect  without  any  regard  1<< 
[ndianapolis  interests,  alignment  <>f  rates,  law  or  reason, 
and  in  many  instances  these  rates  arc  less  than  rates  from 
[ndianapolis.  See  our  Sheets  Nos.  1.  2,  3  and  •'>  t<»  11,  in- 
clusive. 

We  show  thai  from  the  Michigan  districts  <m  carload 
shipments  to  principal  and  basing  points,  furniture,  wood- 
enware,  rarnish,  chairs  and  stoves,  all  important  commod- 
ities in  [ndianapolis  traffic,  are  given  rates  on  lower  l>a>i< 
than  official  classification  while  holding  our  traffic  in  thes 
commodities  strictly  to  classification. 

Furniture  from  Michigan' has  -"'.id  class,  from  [ndian- 
apolis 2nd  class. 
Woodenware  from  Michigan,  6th  class;  from  Indian 

a|»niis  ith  class. 
Varnish   from   Detroit,  5th  class;  from   [ndianapolis, 

ith  class. 
Chairs  from  Michigan  i»«'inis.  2nd  class;  from  [ndian- 
apolis, 1 '  2  class. 
Stoves  from  Detroit,  6th  class;  from  [ndianapolis,  5th 
rla 

-  e  our  Sheets  Sos.  I  and  5. 
We  show  thai   from  Chicago  to  Detroit    Fresh   Meal 
and  Provisions  are  rated  :Ji._.c  and  Lc,  respectively,  below 
classification  l»a>is.  while  from  [ndianapolis  the  classifica- 
tion  rating   ;-  enforced   representing  differences  in  rates 


per  cwt.  against  Indianapolis  of  4y2c  on  the  former  and 
2c  on  the  latter  with  distance  practically  the  same.    Our 

Sheet   No:  12. 

We  show  that  on  Hides  to  tannery  points  in  Michigan, 
St.  Louis  has  rates  5c  below  6th  class,  while  Indianapolis 
shipments  pay  the  classification  rating  of  5th  class,  repre- 
senting an  excess  in  rate  of  8c  per  cwt.  on  Indianapolis 
traffic.     Our  Sheet  No.  13. 

We  show  that  on  traffic  destined  to  non-prorating 
points  in  Mississippi  Valley  and  adjacent  territory  by 
arbitrary  ruling  and  agreement  among  the  roads,  Indian- 
apolis is  held  on  a  higher  and  excessive  basis  in  effecting 
through  rates  than  authorized  and  applied  from  Chicago, 
Cincinnati,  Louisville,  New  Albany,  Evansville,  St.  Louis 
and  all  points  west  of  the  Indiana-Illinois  state  line.  Our 
Sheets  Nos.  14  to  17,  inclusive. 

We  show  that  through  tariff  rates  are  published  on 
traffic  from  Chicago  and  Cincinnati  to  points  in  Tennessee 
and  Mississippi,  while  Indianapolis  has  to  effect  through 
rates  by  sums  of  local  rates  to  Ohio  River  crossings  and 
local  rates  beyond,  resulting  in  much  higher  rates  than 
should  obtain  on  proper  basis  for  relative  through  tariff 
rates.  The  traffic  from  Chicago  and  Cincinnati  under  this 
showing  passes  through  Indianapolis.  Our  Sheets  Nos.  18 
to  21,  inclusive. 

We  show  that  on  traffic  destined  to  territory  on  Texas 
Pacific  and  Southern  Pacific  Railways  in  Louisiana,  both 
Chicago  and  Cincinnati  have  lower  rates,  class  and  com- 
modities, than  permitted  from  Indianapolis,  by  reason  of 
the  unwarranted  restrictions  imposed,  upon  Indianapolis 
and  territory  east  of  the  Indiana-Illinois  state  line,  but  not 
applied  on  traffic  from  Cincinnati,  which,  as  well  as  Chica- 
go traffic,  passes  through  Indianapolis.  Our  Sheets  Nos. 
22,  23  and  24. 

The  adjustments  as  called  for  by  our  exhibits  referred 
to  in  the  foregoing  are  as  indicated  on  attached  sheet.  Our 
members  desire  to  have  an  explicit  expression  from  you  at 
this  time  announcing  your  attitude  towards  these  proposi- 
tions. We  presented  all  these  matters  tc  you,  as  well  as  to 
the  Indianapolis  Committee,  during  August,  and  should 
have  had  relief  at  Central  Freight  Association  meetings  in 
September,  and  it  is  important  that  we  know  in  advance 


if  the  aituation  is  to  be  remedied  by  action  of  that  body  at 
its  \"\ ember  meel ings. 

Kindly  favor  ns  with  early  reply  and  oblige, 
Verr\  i  rulv  rours 


Commissioner. 
Oct.  L9,  L906. 

Adjustments  in   Rates  Requibed  in  the  Intebests  of 

[NDIANAPOLIS  TRAFFIC,  AS   PEB   EXHIBITS,   SHEETS 

Nos.  l  to  24,  Inclusive. 

To  Mississippi  Valey  Points,  Sheets  I,  2  and  3: 
Cincinnati  rates  on  all  commodities,  being  the  same 
basis  as  carried  in  class  rates. 

2nd.     Various  commodity  rating  between  C.  F.  A.  points. 
Sheets  I  and  5 : 

The  same  relative  class  basis  from  Indianapolis  on  the 
,,i lities  and  to  the  destination  points  ns  shown  in  the 

hibit. 
3rd.     C.  &  O.  R.  Committee  issues,  Sheet  No.  6: 

The  same  relative  class  basis  from   Indianapolis  on 
Lhe  commodities  and  to  the  destination  points  as  shown 
in  the  exhibit. 
1th.     To  Green  Line  Territory,  proportional  rates  to  Ohio 

Ki\  it  :  Sheets  ~  and  8  : 

The  same  relative  basis  as  to  class  rates  and  minimum 
weights  "ii  the  commodities  as  shown  in  the  exhibit. 
5th.     To  common  points  in  Southeastern  Territory,  Sheets 

9,   in  and   11  : 

The  same  relative  basis  as  to  class  rates  to  Ohio  River 
as  per  exhibil  :  or  if  through  divisions  are  used  from  E.  St. 
Louis,  relative  through   rates  from   Indianapolis  on  per- 

tage  basis  less  than  E.  St.  Louis. 
6th.     Miscellaneous  commodity   rates  between   C.   P.   A. 

points;  Sheets  12  and  13: 

The  same  relative  basis  ns  to  class  rates  from  Indian- 
apolis on  commodities  named  and  to  destination  points  as 
shown  in  exhibit. 
7th.     To    Qon-prorating    points    in    Mississippi    Valley; 

Sheets  1  I   to  17.  inclusive: 

Thai  "ii  traffic  from  Indianapolis  the  comhination  of 
rates  to  and  from  Memphis,  New  Orleans,  etc.,  be  permit- 
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ted  and  authorized  same  as  in  effect  from  Chicago,  Cin- 
cinnati, Louisville,  New  Albany,  Evansville,  St.  Louis,  etc., 
as  illustrated  in  exhibit. 
8th. — To  interior  Tennssee  and  Mississippi  points ;  Sheets 

18  to  21,  inclusive: 

That  through   rates  be  shown  from   Indianapolis  in 
published  tariffs,  observing  Cincinnati   rates  as  maxima 
as  described  in  exhibit. 
9th. — To  territory  on  Texas  &  Pacific  and  Southern  Pacific 

Kail  ways  in  Louisiana  ;  Sheets  22,  23  and  24 : 

That  on  traffic  from  Indianapolis  the  same  basis  for 
through  rates  be  permitted  and  authorized  as  in  effect  from 
Chicago,  Cincinnati,  etc.,  holding  Cincinnati  rates  as  max- 
ima as  illustrated  in  exhibit. 


Chairman  Indianapolis  Freight  Committee. 

Indianapolis .  In d. 

Dear  Sir  : — We  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  your 
committee  to  the  matter  of  furniture  rates  from  Indianap- 
olis to  Missouri  River  points  as  compared  with  the  com- 
modity rates  from  Chicago  and  Louisville  as  illustrated 
by  exhibit  attached  herewith — our  sheet  25. 

The  distance  from  Chicago  to  Kansas  City,  as  we  fig- 
ure, short  mileage,  is  458  miles,  while  the  distance  from 
Indianapolis  to  Kansas  City  is  492  miles. 

The  average  distance  from  Chicago  to  the  five  Missouri 
River  points:  Omaha,  St.  Joseph,  Leavenworth,  Atchison 
and  Kansas  City,  by  short  lines,  is  about  485  miles,  taking 
C.  &  N.  W.  to  Omaha,  C.  B.  &  Q.  to  St.  Joseph,  Leaven- 
worth and  Atchison  and  the  Santa  Fe  to  Kansas  City.  The 
average  distance  from  Indianapolis  to  the  same  points  is 
about  520  miles,  as  follows:  to  Kansas  City  via  Decatur 
and  Wabash ;  to  Atchison,  Leavenworth  and  St.  Joseph  via 
Decatur,  Wabash  and  C.  B.  &  Q.  and  to  Omaha  via  Peoria 
and  C.  B.  &  Q.  The  distance  from  Louisville  to  Kansas 
City  is  550  miles,  as  against  492  miles  from  Indianapolis, 
and  the  average  distance  from  Louisville  to  the  five  points 
named  is  595  miles. 

The  exhibit  shows  the  freight  charged  on  the  different 
kinds  of  furniture  as  described  in  Lists  Nos.  1,  2,  3  and  4, 
also  at  different  minimum  weights — and  at  a  glance  you 
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will  see  the  palpable  injustice  of  the  rates  charged  from 
Indianapolis;  the  differences,  taking  cars  of  10  feel  to  50 
feel  in  length,  generally  used  for  furniture  shipments,  be- 
ing $15.00  i"'  |39.00  per  car  in  favor  of  Louisville  and  from 
$25.00  to  $49.00  per  car  in  favor  <>f  Chicago  on  furniture 
\.  <  >.  s.  .is  per  Lisl  N<».  I. 

There  is  do  justice  nor  even  argument  for  lower  rates 
from  Louisville  thau  from  Indianapolis  to  tin-  territory 
in  question.  Neither  is  there  any  justification,  distance 
considered,  U>r  allowing  Chicago  such  advantage  in  the 
rates  as  against  Indianapolis.  Our  interests  here  <-;iiiin>r 
endure  sneh  discrimination  and  ask  for  immediate  relief. 
\>  n  temporary  adjustment  we  requesl  that  the  through 
ps  i"  Misouri  River  points,  K;ins;is  City  to  <>in;ilia  in- 
clusive,  on  furniture,  carloads,  20,000  lbs.  minimum  from 
Indianapolis,  be  fixed  <•>:  the  l»asis  of  5c  per  cwt.  over  the 
Chicago  pate  by  authorizing  differentials  i"  the  Missis- 
-  I»i  River  or  otherwise^making  ;i  through  rate  of  35c 
per  cwt.  This  pate  i"  be  applied  ;is  maximum  to  intermed- 
iate territory,  also  as  basis  I'm-  territory  beyond.  Tin-  rate 
from  Louisville  referred  t"  in  the  exhibit  is  carried  in 
Southern  Railway  Tariff  I.  <'.  < '.  802,  and  the  rates  from 
Chicago  are  as  set   forth  in  the  Book  of  Western  Freight 

Klltes    No.    5. 

Please  get  iliis  subject  before  your  committee  for  ac- 
H  without  delay  and  advise,  obliging. 

Very  t  nil  v  yours, 


( !ommissioner. 
<  >et.  27,  1906. 
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Chairman  Indianapolis  Freight  Committee, 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Dear  sir:     The  enclosed  exhibits— our  sheet  -*'2 — pre- 
,!    comparison   of    Indianapolis  and   Chicago  rates  to 
Missouri   River  points  and   territory  beyond   in   .Missouri 
and  Kansas  as  per  lists  of  point  atached  hereto  on  furni- 
ture of  different  kinds  described  in  Lists  Nos.  L,  2,  3  and  4. 

These  figures  show  differences  in  rates  in  favor  of 
Chicago  as  follows:  Articles  named  in  I-isi  No.  1.  iM'-.r 
percwt.;  List  No.  2,  L6c  percwt;  List  No.  •"'>.  8^  •_■<•  per  cwt. 
and  List  No.  I.  6c  per  cwt.  You  will  note  the  same  dif- 
ferences in  rates  against  [ndianapolis  holds  out  in  all 
the  groups  owing  to  the  adjustment  in  rates  from  Chi- 
cago and  from  Mississippi  River.  List  No.  1  includes 
furniture  N.  O.  8.,  showing  a  difference  of  24%c  per  cwt. 
against   i ndianapolis. 

This  arrangement  of  rates  is  altogether  unreasonable 
and  untenable  and  calls  for  a  prompt  and  fair  adjustment 
by  the  initial  carriers  at  [ndianapolis  and  which  our  in- 
terests  here  expect    to  be  done  without  unnecessary  delay. 

To  show  further  how  pronounced  this  discrimination 
is  against  [ndianapolis  we  submit  some  additional  compari- 
sons on  Sheets  26,  27  and  28  enclosed  herewith,  giving 
furniture  ratings  from  Michigan  points  to  the  territory  in 
question,  showing  that  Grand  Rapids  has  from  14.00  to 
siT. no  per  car  less  than  [ndianapolis,  Benton  Harbor 
si7.ni)  to  |22.00  less  per  car,  Detroit  and  Toledo  $9.00  to 
115.00  per  car  less  freight  to  pay  than  [ndianapolis.  Such 
;i  condition  is  outrageous  and  ought  not  to  hr  suffered  to 
continue,  and  it  is  earnestly  hoped  your  committee  will  ap- 
preciate the  seriousness  of  the  situation  and  give  immed- 
iate attention  to  the  subject,  recommending  proper  ad- 
just ment. 

Inasmuch  .-is  the  same  conditions  are  presented  in 

this  proposition  as  govern  in  connection  with  our  exhibit, 

Sheet  25,  being  the  rate  from  Chicago  to  the  terri- 
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tory  and  points  named,  we  ask  for  the  same  measure  of 
relief,  viz:  that  through  rates  on  furniture,  all  kinds,  car- 
load, 20,000  lbs.,  Indianapolis  to  the  teritory  and  points 
named,  be  established  on  the  basis  of  5c  per  cwt.  above  the 
rates  from  Chicago. 

Kindly  secure  early  action  of  your  committee  and 
advise  what  is  done,  obliging. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Commissioner. 


Oct.  29,  1906. 
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Sheet  32. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 

AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS   INTERESTS. 

Rates  on   Furniture  to  Missouri   River  Territory  and   Beyond. 

Through         Indpls.  Rates  Through    Difference 

Rate                   to  from  Rate       in  favor 

To                                   from             Miss.  Miss.  from                   of 

GROUP    I.              Chicago.           River.  River.  Indpls.       Chicago. 

List  No.   1 30c                 32c  22%c  54%c             24%c 

"     2 30                   23%  22%  46                   16 

"3 30                   16  22%  3Sy2                  8% 

"       "     4 30                    13%  22%  36                      6 

To 
GROUP  II. 

List  Xo.   1 31%                32  24  56                   24% 

"     2 31%                23%  24  47%                16 

"     3 31%                16  24  40                     8% 

"     4 31%                13%  24  37%                  6 

To 
GROUP  III. 

List  No.   1 32%                32  25  57                    24% 

"     2 32%                23%  25  48%                16 

"     3 32%                16  25  41                     8% 

"     4 32%                13%  25  38%                  6 

To 
GROUP  IV. 

List  No.   1 37%                32  30  62                    24% 

"       "     2 37%                23%  30  53%                16 

"       "     3 37%                16  30  46                      8% 

"       "     4 37%                13%  30  43%                  6 

To 
GROUP  V. 

List  No.  1 42%               32  35  67                   24% 

"       "     2 42%                23%  35  58%                16 

"       "     3 42%                16  35  51  -                  8% 

"       "     4 42%                13%  35  48%                  6 

To 
GROUP  VI. 

List  No.   1 45%                32  38  70                   24% 

"       "     2 45%                23%  38  61%                16 

"     3 45%               16  38  54                     8% 

"       "     4 45%                13%  38  51%                  6 

List  No.  1— Furniture.  N.  O.  S.          Tariff  Authorities- 
List  No.  2 — Kitchen  Cabinets.  Western  Book    Tariff    No.    5. 
List  No.  3 — Spring    Beds,    Woven  Western  Book     Tariff     from 

Wire        Mattresses,  Mississippi  River. 

Woven      Wire      Cots    Exceptions — 

and      Metallic      Mat-  Vandalia  2549,     CCC     447-A. 

tresses.  covering  Lists  2  and  3. 
List  No.  4 — Iron  Beds. 
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Groups  Referred  to  in   Exhibit  Sheets  Nos.  26.  27.  28  and  32. 
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Chairman  Indianapolis  Freight  Committee, 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Deab  Snt: — We  invite  attention  to  the  enclosed  ex- 
hibit -our  sheets  Nos.  29,  30  and  31,  showing  comparison 
in  pates  "ii  Chairs  C.  L.  from  [ndianapolis  with  our 
strong  competitive  points,  Chicago,  Louisville,  Grand 
Rapids  and  Detroit,  to  Missouri  River  territory.  We 
would  have  you  note  particularly  the  fad  thai  our  natur- 
;il  ;iikI  direct  route  via  Mississippi  River  is  closed  to  us  on 
this  business  and  the  traffic  is  forced  to  move  via  Chicago 
to  ei'i'eet  lower  i"i i es  hv  using  the  Cincinnati  rates  of  2nd- 
class  ;i<  intermediate. 

The  exhibit  shows  than  on  a  40-ft.  car,  [ndianapolis 
pays  |85.50  to  the  .Missouri  River,  while  Chicago  pays 
$43.00,  Louisville  s7u.nu.  Grand  Rapids  STC.To.  Detroit 
$83.00  and  on  a  50-ft.  ear.  [ndianapolis  pays  $115.00,  Chi- 
cago  $54.00,  Louisville  $70.00,  Grand  Rapids  $103.00,  De- 
troit $112.00;  while  on  20,00Q  lb.  minimum,  Indianapolis 
pays  $128.00,  Chicago  $60.00,  Louisville  $70.00,  Grand 
Rapids  $114.00  and  Detroit  $124.00  per  ear.  In  other 
winds,  while  our  distance  is  practically  the  same  as  Chi- 
cago, Indianapolis  has  to  pay  $68.00  per  ear  more  freight 
— and  with  75  miles  less  average  distance  than  Louisville 
to  .Missouri  River  points,  we  pay  $58.00  per  ear  more — 
Grand  Rapids,  with  distance  about  150  miles  greater,  en- 
joys si  t.un  per  car  less  freight  ami  Detroit  with  220  miles 
greater  distance  has  a  less  rate  than  Indianapolis. 

This  certainly  is  a  had  piece  of  rate  work  and  our  in- 
terests here  call  upon  the  initial  carriers  at  Indianapolis 
to  remedy  the  situation  without  delay,  which  can  be  done 
easily  enough  by  establishing  a  through  rate  on  the  ba<i< 
of  5c  per  cwt.  over  Chicago  pate,  which  is  32c,  making 
[ndianapolis  87c  to  Missouri  Liver  points,  under  West- 
ern Classification,  minimum  as  follows:  36-ft.  car.  L2,000 
Lbs.  tO-ft.  car.  L3,440  lbs. — 45-ft.  car.  15,240  lbs.— o0-ft. 
car,  J7,(M(>  lbs.,  observing  ;i>  ,-i  maximum  basis,  the  Chi- 
cago pate  of  30c  at  20,000  lbs.,  as  shown  in  exhibit — this 
being  the  rate  on  furniture,  all  kinds,  thus  making  the 
maximum  charge  from  I  ndianapolis  .'Joe  at  20,000  lbs.  mini- 
mum. We  suggest  the  above  basis  as  a  temporary  adjust- 
ment and  of  course  want  the  rate  t<>  apply  over  the  direct 
route  via    Mississippi    Liver  and  as  mentioned  in  eonnec- 
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tion  with  our  exhibit  on  furniture,  Sheet  25,  the  adoption 
of  a  basis  of  differentials,  Indianapolis  to  the  Mississippi 
Biver,  seems  to  offer  a  practicable  solution.  Our  chair  man- 
ufacturers cannot  compete  against  such  odds  and  as  the 
rates  are  so  radically  unjust  we  trust  immediate  action 
will  be  taken  to  correct  the  same  and  fix  Indianapolis 
rates  on  the  proper  relative  basis  with  the  other  points 
as  outlined  above. 

Please  get  this  before  your  Committee  for  considera- 
tion and  recommendation,  advising"  your  action,  and  oblige 

Verv  trulv  yours, 


Oct.  27,  1906.  Commissioner. 

Sheet  29. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 
AGAINST   INDIANAPOLIS   INTERESTS. 

Chairs,  C.  L. — Cane,  Wood  or  Veneer  Seat — in   Bdls.,  Crates  or  Boxes. 
To  Missouri   River  Crossings  and  Intermediate  Territory. 

—FROM   INDIANAPOLIS— 
To  Miss.  River.  Beyond. 

Min.     Rate.     Chge.         Min.     Rate.     Chge.     Thro. 

36-foot   Car Any  Qty.     55.5     *55.50         12000     x27        32.40       87.90 

40-foot       "     "  "        *69.37         13440       "  36.28     105.65 

45-foot       " "  "        *91.58         15240      ."  41.15     132.73 

50-foot       " "  "        *99.90         20000     z22.5     45.00     144.90 

20000-lb.  Load...  "        111.00         20000         "        45.00     156.00 

To  Chicago.  Beyond. 

Min.     Rate.     Chge.         Min.     Rate.     Chge.     Thro. 

36-foot  Car 10000     o34         34.00         12000     x32        38.40       72.40 

40-foot      " 12500        "  42.50         13440       "  43.00       85.00 

45-foot      " 16500        "    '       56.10         15240       "  48.76     104.86 

50-foot      " 18000        "  61.20         17040       "  54.52     115.72 

20000-lb.   Load-.  ...  "  68.00         20000     z30        60.00     128.00 

—FROM   GRAND  RAPIDS— 
To  Chicago.  Beyond. 

Min.     Rate.     Chge.         Min.     Rate.     Chge.     Thro. 

36-foot    Car 10000     27  27.00         12000     x32        38.40       65.40 

40-foot       " 12500       "  33.7."         13440       "  43.00       76.75 

45-foot       " 16500       "  44.55         15240       "  48.76       93.31 

50-foot       " 18000       "  48.60         17040       "  54.52     103.12 

20000-lb.    Load "  54.00         20000     z30        60.00     114.00 

o— Cinti.  Rate  C  &  OR  48  W.  TL.  201.         *Same  minimum  as  used 
via   Chgo.         x — Using    4th    class    rate.         z — Using   Commodity   rate. 
Differences  via  E.  St.  Louis  Differences  via  Chicago 

in  favor  Chicago  and  Grand  in  favor  Chicago  and  Grand 

Rapids  as  against  Indpls.         .  Rapids  as  against  Indpls. 

Chgo.     Gr.  Rpds.  Chgo.     Gr.  Rpds. 

36-ft.    Car,       49.50         22.50  36-ft.    Car,       34.00  7.00 

40    "        -         62.65         28.90  40    "        "         42.50  8.75 

45    "        "         83.97         39.42  45    "        "         56.10         11.55 

50    "        "         90.38         41.78  50    "        "         61.20         12.60 

20000-lb  load  96.00         42.00  20000-lb  load  68.00         14.00' 
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Sheet  30. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 
AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 

Chairs.  C.   L. — Cane.   Wood   or  Veneer  Seat — in   Bdls..  Crates  or  Boxes. 
To  Missouri   River  Crossings  and   Intermediate  Territory. 

—FROM    INDIANAPOLIS— 
To  Miss.  River.  Beyond. 

Min.  Rate.     Chge.  Min.     Rate.  Chge.  Thro. 

36-foot    Car LnyQty.  55.5     »55.50  12000    x27  32.40  n7.90 

10-foot         '"  "        ;f.'.».:'>7  L3440       "  36.28  105.65 

15-foot           *91.58  L5240       "  41.15  132.73 

50-foot           "  *99.90  20000     z22.5  45.00  144.90 

20000-lb.   Load 111.00  20000  15.00  K.K.OO 

To  Chicago.  Beyond. 

Min.  Rate.     Chge.  Min.     Rate.  Chge.  Thro. 

36-foot  Car l 10  <>::i         34.00  12000     x32  38.40  72.40 

10-fool          L2500  "          12.50  L3440       "  43.00  85.00 

15-fool       "  H'.-'.OO  "          56.10  15240  48.76  104.86 

001      "  ls<»00  61.20  17040  54.52  115.7^ 

20000-lb.    Load "          68.00  20000     z30  60.00  12S.00 

—FROM   DETROIT— 
To  Chicago.  Beyond. 

Min.     Rate.     Chge.         Min.     Rate.     Chge.     Thro. 

36-foot    Car 10000     32  ::2.00         L2000     32  38.40       70.40 

10-foot       "  L2500       -  .".00         L3440       "  l::. 00       83.00 

15-foot       "  16500       "  52.  mi         15240       "  IV76     101.56 

50-fi  "  18000       "  -"7.60         17(11(1       -  54.52     112.12 

:' 10-lb.   Load c  1.00         20000     30  60.00     124.00 

Cinti.  Rate  C  &  OR  18  W.  TL.  201.        *Same  minimum  as  used 
via    Chun.         x-  Using     I tli    class    rate.         z — Using    Commodity    rate. 
Differences  via  E.  St.  Louis  Differences  via  Chicago 

in  favor  of  Chicago  and   De-  in  favor  of  Chicago  and   De- 

troit  as  against    Indianapolis.  troit   as  against    Indianapolis. 

Chgo.    Detroit.  Chgo.    Detroit. 

36-ft.    <'ar.       19.50         L7.50  36-ft.    Car,       ::i.00  2.00 

in     •        ••  •  ;;,         22.65*  hi    "        "         12.50 

15    -        ••         83.97         31.17  I-    -        "         56.10  3.30 

mi     '  90.::^         32.78  50    "        "         61.20  3.60 

20000-lb  load  96.00        ".2.00  20000-lb  load  nvOO  1.00 
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Sheet  31. 
COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 

AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 

Chairs,  C.   L. — Cane,  Wood  or  Veneer  Seat — in   Bdls.,  Crates  or  Boxes. 

To  Missouri   River  Crossings  and  Intermediate  Territory. 

—FROM   INDIANAPOLIS— 


To  Miss.  River. 

Beyond 

Min. 

Rate. 

Chge. 

Min.     Rate. 

Chge. 

Thro. 

36-foot   Car Any  Qty. 

55.5 

*55.50 

12000     x27 

32.40 

87.90 

40-foot       " 

it 

*69.37 

13440       " 

36.2S 

105.65 

45-foot       " 

" 

*91.58 

15240       " 

41.15 

132.73 

50-foot       " 

« 

*99.90 

20000     Z22.5 

45.00 

144.90 

20000-lb.  Load 

(( 

111.00 

20000 

45.00 

156.00 

To 

Chicago. 

Beyond 

Min. 

Rate. 

Chge. 

Min.     Rate. 

Chge. 

Thro. 

36-foot  Car 10000 

o34 

34.00 

12000     x32 

38.40 

72.40 

40-foot      " 12500 

a 

42.50 

13440       " 

43.00 

85.00 

45-foot      " 16500 

a 

56.10 

15240       " 

48.76 

104.86 

50-foot      " 18000 

tt 

61.20 

17040       " 

54.52 

115.72 

20000-lb.   Load 

tt 

68.00 

20000     z30 

60.00 

128.00 

—FROM   LOUISVILLE- 

Min. 

Rate. 

Chge. 

36-foot  Car 20000 

s35 

70.00 

40-foot      " 

a       • 

a 

45-foot      " 

tt 

tt 

50-foot      " 

it 

a 

20000-lb.    Load 

a 

tt 

o— Cinti.  Rate  C  &  OR  4S  W. 

TL.  201. 

*Same  minimum  as  used 

via   Chgo.         x — Using    4th   class 

rate. 

z — Using   Commodity   rate. 

s — Kansas  City  rate  as  maximum 

;   Sou.  Ry.  Tariff  C-802, 

Differences  via  E.  St. 

-uouis 

Differences  via  Chicago 

in  favor  of  Chicago  and  Louis- 

in favor  of  Chicagc 

i  and  Louis- 

ville  as  against  Indpls. 

ville 

as  against  Indpls. 

Chgo.     Louisv. 

Chgo. 

Louisv. 

36-ft.    Car.       49.50 

27.90 

36-ft. 

2 

.40 

40    "        '•         62.65 

35.65 

40 

42.50 

15.50 

45    "        "         83.97 

62.73 

45 

56.10 

34.86 

50    "        "         90.38 

74.90 

50 

61.20 

45.72 

20000-lb  load  96.00 

86.00 

20000-lb  load  68.00 

58.00 
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Chairman  Indianapolis  Freight  Committee, 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 
IM:ai;  sik:— We  desire  to  call  attention  to  class  and 
commodity  rates  to  [ndian  and  Oklahoma  Territories  as 
carried  in  I.  &  <  >.  Commodity  Tariff  1-TT,  and  request  that 
amendment  to  the  same  be  made  fixing  Indianapolis  rates 
..11  a  proper  relative  basis  which,  considering  distance, 
should  nut  be  higher  than  rates  from  Chicago.  See  en- 
closed  exhibit,  our  Sheets  33  to  40,  inclusive,  and  45  and 

16. 

The  present  adjustment  applies  Cincinnati  rates  to 
Indianapolis  as  intermediate,  bu1  this  is  not  satisfactory 
nor  is  it  a  fair  basis,  since  the  mileage  from  Indianapolis 
and  Chicago  to  that  territory  is  practically  the  same  as 
follows,  taking  a  central  point  in  either  territory:  Chica- 
go to  McAlester,  T.  T.,  774  miles,  from  Indianapolis,  808; 
from  Cincinnati,  '.mil'.  Chicago  to  Oklahoma  City,  S02 
miles;  from  Indianapolis,  T85;  from  Cincinnati,  879.  Av- 
erage distance  from  Chicago,  784  miles;  from  Indianap- 
olis. 71m;:  from  Cincinnati,  890.  Indianapolis  is  shortest 
mileage  to  Oklahoma,  and  but  i2  miles  longer  average 
distance  than  Chicago,  while  Cincinnati  is  100  miles  long- 
er on  average  distance  shown.  We  note  the  class  rates 
from  St.  Paul  are  r>,  4.  :'..  2,  1.  class  A.  2c  above  Chicago, 
and  on  the  coin  modi  ties  shown  in  the  tariff  referred  to  St. 
Paul  rates  are  on  a  ltasis  of  class  differentials  over  the 
Chicago   rates. 

If  to  meet  our  views  it  is  necessary  to  re-arrange  the 
so-called  defined  territory,  then  we  ask  that  this  he  done. 
There  is  no  good  reason  why  Indianapolis  traffic  should 
bear  the  same  rates  as  Cincinnati  to  the  territory  in  ques- 
tion and  absolutely  no  fairness  nor  justice  in  making  rates 
from  St.  Paul  on  a  lower  hasis  than  charged  from  Indian- 
apolis. 

In  this  connection  and  referring  to  the  same  tariff, 
we  point  to  quite  a  number  of  commodity  rates,  shown  on 
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pages  123  and  131,  and  in  supplements  which  include  the 
following:  Canned  goods.  Coffee,  Furniture,  Iron  and 
Steel  Articles,  Stoves  and  YVoodenware,  which  are  all  im- 
portant commodities  in  Indianapolis  traffic  and  on  which 
appears  reduced  rates  from  Chicago  and  St.  Paul,  making 
the  differences  in  rates  against  Indianapolis  all  the  more 
pronounced  as  shown  by  our  exhibit. 

Please  have  this  subject  considered  without  delay  by 
your  Committee  and  proper  recommendation  made  for  the 
adjustment  above  requested,  viz. :  the  application  of  the 
Chicago  rates  from  Indianapolis.  Kindly  advise  your  ac- 
tion and  very  much  oblige, 

Very  trulv  vours, 


Commissioner. 
Oct.  27,  1906. 


Sheet  33. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 

AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 

Special  Commodity  Rates  to  Points  in  Indian  Territory. 

Canned  Goods.     C.  L. 

*Rate  from  Indianapolis 

Rate  from         Rate  from        Cincinnati  should  take 

To —                            Chicago.           St.  Paul.          Territory.  Chgo.  rates. 

C.  R.  I.  &  P.  Ry. 

Caston  to 

McAlester,  48  49  55  48 

M.  K.  &  T.  Ry. 
Vinita  to 

McAlester,  48  49  55  48 

Mo.  Pacific  Ry. 
Polston  to 

Ft.  Gibson,  48  49  55  48 

M.  O.  &  G.  Ry. 
Wagoner  to 

Muskogee,  48  49  55  48 

St.  L.  &  S.  F.  Ry. 
Vinita  to 

Muskogee,  48  49  55  48 

♦Applies  from  Indianapolis  as  intermediate. 

I.  &  O.  C.  Committee  Tariff  1-H,  Supplement  4,  Item  611. 
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Sheet  34. 
COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES 
AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 

Indian  Territory 


OPERATING 


Coffee. 


Special   Commodity   Rates  to   Points 
C     L. 


♦Rate  fi 

om 

[ndlanapolls 

Rate  from 

Rate  from 

Cincinn 

;iti 

should  take 

To— 

Chicago. 

St.  Paul. 

Territory. 

Chgo..  rates. 

C    I;    I.  &   P.  Ry. 

Caston  tn 

McAlester, 

55 

56 

\-r,7 

55 

M.  K    A  T.  Ry. 

Rentiesville  to 

McAlester, 

55 

56 

xiu 

55 

\.",iii  class 

Midland  Vailey  Ry 

Muskog 

IS 

67 

48 

M.  K.  &  T.  Ry. 

Vinita  to 

Muskog 

IS 

49 

67 

48 

Mo.  Pacific  Ry. 

Polston  to 

Ft.    Gibson, 

18 

19 

67 

1- 

M.  0.  &  G.  Ry. 

Wagoner  to 

. 

Muskoj 

is 

19 

67 

St.  L.  A   S.  F.  Ry. 

Vinita  to 

Muskogee, 

48 

49 

67 

18 

Applies  from 

Indianapolis 

as  Intermediate. 

I.  &  0.  C.  Committee  Tariff  1-H,  Supplement  4, 

Item 

612. 

Sheet  35. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 
AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 
Special   Commodity   Rates  to   Points  in   Indian  Territory. 
Furniture,   New.     X.  O.  S. 
Kitchen  Cabinets.     C.  L. 


To- 


Ratc  from 
Chicago. 


Midland  Valley   Ry. 

Muskogee,  59% 

M.  K    A   T.  Ry. 
Russell  Creek  to 

Muskogee,  59% 

Mo.  Pacific   Ry. 
Polston  to 

Ft.    Gibson.  59% 

M    <).  &  g.  Ry. 
Wagoner  to 

Muskogee,  59% 

St.  L.  &  S.  F.  Ry. 
Wyandotte  to 

Muskog  59% 


Rate  from 
St.  Paul. 

61% 


61% 


♦Rate  from 
Cincinnati 
Territory. 

83 


v: 


Indianapolis 

should  take 

Chgo.  rates. 

59% 


:,[.% 


i 


61% 


61% 


83 


S3 


83 


.-,;.% 


59% 


♦Applies  from  Indianapolis  as  Intermediate. 

I    fi   o.  C.  Committee  Tariff  1-H,  Supplement  4,  Item  613. 
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Sheet  36. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 

AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 

Special   Commodity  Rates  to   Points  in   Indian  Territory. 

Iron   and    Steel   Articles.     C.   L. 

♦Rate  from      Indianapolis 
Rate  from         Rate  from        Cincinnati        should  take 

Chgo.  rates. 


48 
48 


To— 

Chicago. 

St 

.  Paul. 

Territory. 

C.  R.  I.  &  P.  Ry. 

Caston  to 

McAlester, 

48 

49 

57 

Midland  Valley  Ry 

Muskogee, 

48 

49 

57 

M.  K.  &  T.  Ry. 

Vinita  to 

McAlester, 

48 

49 

57 

Mo.  Pacific  Ry. 

Polston  to 

Ft.    Gibson, 

4S 

49 

57 

M.  0.  &  G.  Ry. 

Wagoner  to 

Muskogee, 

48 

49 

57 

St.  L.  &  S.  F.  Ry. 

Vinita  to 

Claremore,  ) 

Ft.  Gibson,  ) 

48 

49 

57 

Muskogee,   ) 

*  Applies  from 

Indianapolis 

as 

intermediate. 

I.  &  0.  C.  Committee  Tariff  1-H,  Suppl 

emei 

it  4,  Ite 

4S 


48 


4S 


48 


614. 

Sheet  37. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 

AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 

Special  Commodity  Rates  to  Points  in   Indian  Territory. 

Stoves.     C.  L. 

♦Rate  from      Indianapolis 
Rate  from         Rate  from        Cincinnati        should  take 


To— 
C.  R.  I. 

Caston 


Chicago. 


&  P.  Ry. 
to 

McAlester,  55 

M.  K.  &  T.  Ry. 
Rentiesville  to 

McAlester,  55 

Midland  Valley  Ry. 

Muskogee,  48 

M.  K.  &  T.  Ry. 
Vinita  to 

Muskogee,  48 

Mo.  Pacific  Ry. 
Polston  to 

Ft.    Gibson,  48 

M.  O.  &  G.  Ry. 
Wagoner  to 

Muskogee,  48 

St.  L.  &  S.  F.  Ry. 
Vinita  to 

Muskogee,  48 

♦Applies  from  Indianapolis  as 

I.  &  O.  C.  Committee  Tariff  1 


St.  Paul. 


56 


Territory.       Chgo.  rates. 


56 
49 


49 


49 


49 


67 


67 


67 


67 


67 


67 


67 


55 


55 

48 


48 


4S 


4S 


49 

intermediate. 
H,  Supplement  4, 


4S 


Item  616. 
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Sheet  38. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 

AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 

Special   Commodity   Rates  to   Points  in   Indian  Territory. 

Woodenware.     C.  L. 


Rate  from 
To —  Chicago. 

A.  T.  &  S.  F.  Ry. 

Tulsa.  64 

Midland  Valley   Ry. 
Tulsa    to 

Muskogee,  64 

M.  K.  &  T.  Ry. 
Vlnita  to 

Muskogi  64 

Mo.  Pacific   Ry. 
Polston  to 

Ft.    Gibson,  64 

M.  0.  &  G.  Ry. 

Mllcl'    to 

Muskogee,  64 

SI     .        9    F.  Ry. 
Vlnita  to 

Muskogee,  64 

C.  R.  I.  &   P.  Ry. 
Caston  to 

McA1.-sI.m-,  69 

M.  K.   &   T.  Ry. 
Oak-ta-ha  to 

McAlester,  69 


Rate  from 
St.  Paul. 

6b 


•;r, 


66 


66 


66 


66 


♦Rate  from 
Cincinnati 
Territory. 

80 


SO 


71 


SO 


so 


Ml 


80 


SO 


Ml 


Indianapolis 

should  take 

Chgo.  rates. 

64 


64 


64 


64 


64 


64 


69 


69 


•Applies  from  Indianapolis  as  intermediate. 

I.  A  0    C.  Committee  Tariff  1-H,  Supplement  4,  Item  617. 
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Sheet  39. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 

AGAINST   INDIANAPOLIS   INTERESTS. 

Class   Rates  to  Indian  Territory  and  Oklahoma. 

To  Vinita,  I.  T.  1 

From    St.    Louis 105 

Chicago  Differentials  over  St.  Louis    20 

Through  Rate  from  Chicago 125 

St.  Paul  Differentials  over  Chicago      5 

Through  Rate  from  St.  Paul 130 

Rate  from  Indianapolis: 

(Cincinnati    Territory   Rate) 148     124     102       85       67     74 

To  Muskogee     I.  T. 

Ft.  Gibson,  "  " 

Wagoner,      "  " 

Claremore,   "  " 

From    St.    Louis 115 

Chicago  Differentials  over  St.  Louis    20 

Through  Rate  from  Chicago 135 

St.  Paul  Differentials  over  Chicago     5 

Through  Rate  from  St.  Paul 138 

Rate  from  Indianapolis: 

(Cincinnati    Territory   Rate) 148 

To  McAlester,  I.  T  — 

From    St.    Louis 120 

Chicago  Differentials  over  St.  Louis    20 

Through  Rate  from  Chicago 140 

St.  Paul  Differentials  over  Chicago      5 

Through  Rate  from  St.  Paul 145 

Rate  from  Indianapolis: 

(Cincinnati    Territory   Rate) .....  148     124     102       85       67     74 
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Sheet  40. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES  OPERATING 

AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 

Class   Rates  to   Indian  Territory  and  Oklahoma. 

To   Newkirk.   O.   T  —                                           1  2  3  4  5  A 

From    St.    Louis 126  104  88  72  60  60 

Chicago  Differentials  over  St.  Louis    20  20  10  5  5  7% 

Through   Rate  from  Chicago 146  124  98  77  65  67% 

St.  Paul    Differentials  over  Chicago      5  4  3  2  12 

Through  Rate  from  St.  Paul 151  12S  101  79  66  69y3 

Rate  from  Indianapolis: 

(Cincinnati    Territory    Rate) 150  129  109  94  74  7 1 

To  Pawnee,  O.  T. — 

Prom  St.  Louis 128  106  93  78  64  63 

Chicago  Differentials  over  St.  Louis    20  20  10  5  5  7% 

Through  Rate  from  Chicago..^.....  148  126  103  83  69  70% 

St.  Paul   Differentials  over  Chicago      .14  3  2  12 

Through  Rate  from  St.  Paul 153  130  106  85  70  .iM_. 

Rate  from  [ndianapolis: 

(Cincinnati    Territory    Rate) 150  129  109  94  74  74 

To  Chandler,  O.  T. 

Guthrie,  "    " 

Oklahoma  City,    "    " 

Prom    St.    Louis 130  109  97  84  67  65 

Chicago  Differentials  over  St.  Louis    20  20  10  5  5  7% 

Through    Hate  from  Chicago 150  129  107  89  7U  72% 

St.   Paul    Differentials  over  Chicago      5  4  3  2  12 

Through  Rate  from  St  Paul 155  133  110  91  73  74% 

Rate  from   Indianapolis: 

(Cincinnati    Territory    Rate) 150  129  109  94  74  74 
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Sheet  45. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 
AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 

Commodity  Rates  to   Indian  Territory  and  Oklahoma. 
Commodity,     C.   L. 


fi 


Bagging,    clayed, 

Beer, 

Canned  Goods, 

Cotton  Piece  Goods,  (anyqnty.) 

Electric  Machinery, 

Beds,  iron  and  brass, 

Springs  Beds, 

Metallic  Couch  Frames, 

Metallic  Mattresses, 
Metallic  Cots  and  Cribs, 

Iron  Beds, 


I 


Iron    and    Steel    Articles, 

Structural  Iron, 

Jelly, 

Preserves, 

Fruit   Butter, 

Mince  Meat, 

Packing  House  Products, 

Paints, 

Paper,    (mixed   C. 

Paper,   wrapping, 

Roofing  and  Buildin 

Roofing  Cement, 

Stoves,    (Air-tight 

Stoves   and   Stove 

Tin  Articles, 

Vehicles, 

Woodenware, 

♦Applies  from  Indpls.  as 

xTo  Group  5  points. 

I  &  O.  Conference  Committee  Tariff  1-H. 
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Sheet  46. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 
AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 
Special    Commodity    Rates   to    Indian   Territory. 
Machinery,    I 


for  usr  of  coal  mines. 


Indianapolis 
Rate  from      sh'ld  have 
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Carbon, 

1  f 

t( 

I* 

Chambers, 

ft 

83 

ft 

Coal  gate, 

11 

ft 

t. 

Drumo, 

If 

71 

tt 

Savana, 

11 

83 

If 

.loll  ns  villc 

ff 

f  f 

t  t 

Krebs, 

f< 

74 

If 

Lehigh, 

f< 

83 

.. 

McAlestei-, 

f ' 

74 

ft 

Midway, 

f  • 

83 

t  . 

No.  McAlester, 

f  ' 

74 

(1 

Wilburton, 

(1 

74 

II 

M.  0.  .v-  G.  Ry.— 

Henryetta, 

ft 

II 

f  f 

St.  L.  &  S.  F.  Ry  — 

meron, 

ton, 

" 

.. 

71 

.. 

toosa, 

f  f 

\  anal, 

■ 

.. 

tt 

If 

Claremore, 

f  f 

f  f 

If 

Dawson. 

If 

If 

II 

noyall. 

(1 

71 

11 

Tulsa. 

" 

ft 

11 

Tulsa,   (A.  T.  &  S. 

F 

Ry 

)    " 

.74 

*  Applies  for 

[ndpl 

s.  as  in 

termediate. 

I.  &  ().  Com.  Tan 

ff 

1-H 

,  items 

384  and  385. 
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Chairman  Indianapolis  Freight  Committee, 

Indianapolis,  Incl. 

Dear  Sir: — Please  refer  to  Arkansas  Freight  Com- 
mittee Tariff  Xo.  1-H  and  Territorial  Directory  ID,  nam- 
ing rates  to  Arkansas  common  points,  under  the  differen- 
tial basis  applied  from  Chicago-Cincinnati  territory.  We 
call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  on  certain  commodities 
the  differentials  are  not  applicable  on  shipments  originat- 
ing east  of  the  Indiana-Illinois  state  line,  which  traffic 
must  pay  local  rates  to  East  St.  Louis;  these  include  ve- 
hicles, furniture,  woodenware  and  chairs,  all  being  impor- 
tant factors  in  Indianapolis  traffic;  however,  this  restric- 
tion on  the  commodities  named  is  waived  in  so  far  as 
Cincinnati,  Louisville,  New  Albany,  Evansville,  also  Chi- 
cago are  concerned,  and  the  traffic  from  those  points  is 
moved  on  the  basis  of  differentials  to  East  St.  Louis.  In 
other  words,  Indianapolis  interests  are  ignored  and  our 
traffic  shut  out  from  the  territory  in  question.  The  en- 
closed exhibit,  our  Sheets  41  and  42,  illustrate  how  severe- 
ly this  hardship  works  out  in  its  application  to  our  manu- 
facturing and  shipping  interests. 

Noticing  the  exhibit  on  vehicles,  Chicago  and  Cincin- 
nati get  to  East  St.  Louis  for  9c  per  cwt.,  Louisville  for  4c 
while  Indianapolis  pays  16c. 

On  woodenware  Louisville  is  charged  5c,  Cincinnati 
and  Chicago  10c,  while  Indianapolis  pays  16c.  Bay  City, 
Detroit  and  Toledo  pay  but  20c  and  Grand  Rapids  19c. 

On  furniture  Louisville  pays  4c,  Chicago  and  Cincinnati 
9c,  while  Indianapolis  pays  32c.  Detroit  gels  there  for 
32i/2c  and  Grand  Rapids  for  30i/2c. 

On  chairs  Louisville  is  charged  5c,  Chicago  and  Cin- 
cinnati 8c,  while  Indianapolis  pays  55'  oc.  Detroit  pays 
but  42c  and  Grand  Rapids  37c. 

Such  an  arrangement  of  rates  is  so  utterly  unreason- 
able and  unjust  and  discriminat  ion  so  palpable  in  enforc- 
ing arbitrary  restrictions  of  this  kind  that  we  deem  it  un- 
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necessary  to  go  into  any  argument,  and  merely  make 
known  to  you  thai  we  shall  expecl  the  initial  carriers  at 
Indianapolis  to  sec  to  ii  thai  immediate  action  is  taken 
to  remove  these  disabilities  and  give  [ndianapolis  traffic 
the  same  favorable  and  free  conditions  to  work  under  as 
enjoyed  by  our  competitive  manufacturing  and  shipping 
centers. 

Please  gel  this  before  your  Committee  for  early  con- 
sideration and  recommendation  for  our  relief  by  author- 
izing the  use  of  differentials  on  all  commodities  from  In- 
dianapolis, advising  what  action  is  taken  and  oblige, 

Very  truly  yours, 


<  'ominissioner. 


Oct.  27,  1906. 


Sheet  41. 


COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 

AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 

To  Arkansas  Common   Points. 

Furniture,     C.    L. 

Grand  Rapids  to  Chicago, 

Chicago  to  E.  St.  Louis, 

Grand   Rapids  to  E.  St.  Louis, 

Detroit   to  Chicago, 

Chicago  to  E.  St.  Louis, 

Detroit  to  E.  St.  Louis, 

Chicago  i<>  E.  St.  Louis, 

Cincinnati  to  E.  St.  Louis, 

Louisville  to  E.  St.  Louis, 

Indianapolis  to  E.  St.  Louis, 
Tariff   Authorities — 

Arkansas   Freight  Committee 
L.  S.   &    M.   S.  A-Hi!»s. 
Chairs,  Cane,  Wood  or  Veneer  Seat,     C 

Grand   Rapids  to  Chicago, 

Chicago  to  E.  St.  Louis. 

Grand  Rapids  to  E.  St.  Louis, 

Detroit  to  Chicai 

Chicago  to  E.  St.   Louis. 

Detroit    to  E.   St.   Louis, 

Chicago  to   1-:.  St.  Louis, 

Cincinnati   to   E.   St.   Louis. 

Louisville  to  E.  St.  Louis, 

[ndianapolis  to  B.  St.  Louis, 

Tariff    Authorities— 

Arkansas   Freight  Committee  Tariff 
L.  S.  &  M.  S.  A-1698. 


Rate. 
2iy2c 
9 

30  y2 

23y2c 

9 
32  % 

9c 

9 

Basis. 
Commodity  3rd-class 
Class  A  Differential. 

Commodity  3rd-class 
Class  A  Differential. 

Class  A  Differential. 

•  >             ii                         II 

4 
32 

it             a                         t . 

2nd-class. 

Tariff 

1-H. 

.  L. 

27c 

8 

35 

:\-2c 

8 
40 

8 

8 

Commodity  2nd-class. 
Class  B  Differential. 

Commodity  2nd-class. 
Class  B  Differential. 

Class  B  Differential. 

. .              ii                          •  • 

3 
55% 

II                        II                                             ii 

No  carload  rating. 

lVa  any  quantity. 


1-H. 
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Sheet  42. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 
AGAINST   INDIANAPOLIS   INTERESTS. 

To  Arkansas  Common   Points. 
Woodenware.     C.    L.  Rate.  Basis. 

Chicago  to  E.  St.  Louis,  10c  4th-class   Differential. 

Cincinnati  to  E.  St.  Louis,  10 

Louisville  to  E.  St.  Louis,  5  "       " 

Indianapolis  to  E.  St.  Louis,  16  4th-class  local  rate. 

Tariff  Authorities — 

Arkansas  Freight  Committee  Tariff  1-H. 
Vehicles,     C.  L. 

Chicago  to  E.  St.  Louis,  9c  Class  A  Differential. 

Cincinnati  to  E.  St.   Louis,  9 

Louisville  to  E.  St.  Louis,  4  "       " 

Indianapolis  to  E.  St.  Louis,  16  4th-class. 

Tariff  Authorities — 

Arkansas  Freight  Committee  Tariff  1-H. 
C.  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  447-A  212. 
Vandalia,  2340  1905. 

Chairman  Indianapolis  Freight  Committee, 

Indianapolis,  hid. 

Dear  Sir: — Please  note  enclosed  exhibit,  our  Sheet 
43,  showing  rating  on  chairs,  carloads,  to  St.  Louis  prop- 
er, from  Grand  Rapids  at  50c,  Detroit  55c,  Louisville  35c, 
while  Indianapolis  pays  r>si..c. 

The  rates  from  (hand  Rapids  and  Detroit  under  C.  F. 
A.  authority  are  on  the  basis  of  2nd-class  rate  to  Chicago, 
and  we  are  entitled  to  the  same  consideration  and  ask  that 
carload  rating. on  chairs,  Indianapolis  To  St.  Louis,  be 
authorized  on  the  basis  of  2d-class,  34c  per  cwt.,  and  urge 
that  this  be  done  without  delay.  Our  interests  are  suf- 
fering under  the  present  unjust  arrangement  of  rates,  and 
should  have  immediate  relief. 

Please  have  this  subject  considered  by  your  Commit- 
tee at  the  earliest  dale  possible,  and  recommending  the  ad- 
justment asked  for,  advising  your  action  and  oblige, 

Very  truly  yours, 


< Jommissioner. 

Oct,  29.  190(5. 
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Sheet  43. 


COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 
AGAINST    INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 

To    St.    Louis.    Missouri. 
Chairs.  Cane,  Wood  or 
Veneer  Seat,  C.   L 
Grand  Rapids  to  Chicago, 
Chicago  to  St.  Louis, 

Through, 
Detroil   to  Chicago, 
Chicago   to   St.    Louis. 

Through, 
Louisville   i  Ky.  i    to  St.   Louis, 
Indiana ]  olis  to  St.   Louis. 


Rate. 

Basis 

27c 

Commodity  2nd-class 

23 

Ith 

50 

Commodity  2nd-c 

- 

ith     •• 

55 

Kansas  City  rate. 

No  carload  rating. 

•Southern  Ry.  Tariff  C-802 
Kansas  City  rate  as  maximum. 


iy2  any  quantity. 


Chairman  Indianapolis  Freight  Committee, 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Dear  Sir: — We  call  your  attention  to  enclosed  ex- 
hibit, our  Sheet  No.  14,  showing  discrepancy  in  current 
rates  on  furniture  as  specified,  C.  L.,  when  destined  to  in- 
terior  Kentucky  and   Tennessee  points. 

Note  thai  od  shipments  from  St.  Louis  the  4th-class 
17c  per  cwt.,  applies  as  proportional  rate,  E.  St.  Louis  to 
Ohio  River  Crossings,  while  Indianapolis  pays  classifica- 
tion rate,  2nd-class,  22c  per  cwt.  On  the  minimum  weight 
prescribed,  viz.:  18000  lhs..  our  shippers  have  to  pay  $9.00 
per  car  more  freight,  am!  on  a  20000-lb  load  $10.00  more 
per  car  than  the  same  traffic  from  St.  Louis.  Thedistam  - 
are:  E.  St.  Louis  to  Louisville,  l'71  miles,  and  to  Cincin- 
nati ."'..'Hi,  while  from  Indianapolis  is  11(>  miles  to  either 
point.  We  ask  for  the  same  basis  as  in  effect  from  St. 
Louis,  viz.:  tth-class,  as  proportional  rate  to  thje  Ohio 
River  Crossings,  which  would  be  1_'-e  from  Indianapolis. 

Please  have  ihis  considered  by  your  Committee,  trust- 
ing there  will  he  do  opposition  to  recommending  favorably 
to  the  Central  Freight  Association  at  the  November  meet- 
ings for  the  relief  asked,  advising  the  action  of  your 
<  /ommittee, 

Very  trulv  yours, 


Commissioner. 
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Sheet  44. 

COMPARATIVE     RATES     SHOWING     INEQUALITIES     OPERATING 
AGAINST   INDIANAPOLIS    INTERESTS. 

To   Interior   Kentucky  and  Tennessee   Points. 

Furniture,     C.  L.  as  specified: 
Beds,   iron ; 

Spring  Beds,  compressed; 
Metallic  Mattresses,  Cots  and  Cribs. 

From  From 

E.  St.  Louis  Indianapolis 

To 

Cincinnati,    Louisville,    Jefferson- 

ville  and  New  Albany. 


Difference 

Minimum       Rate 

Rate 

in  favor 

any  length  4th-class 

2nd-class 

of  East 

car.           Basis.     Charge. 

Weight.     Basis.     Charge. 

St.  Louis. 

18000   lbs.         17c         $30.60 

18000         22c         $39.60 

$  9.00 

20000   lbs.         17             34.00 

20000         22             44.00 

10.00 

Tariff  Authorities. 

Distance. 

Miles. 

St.   Louis,   Cincinnati,  Louisville 

E.  St.  Louis  to  Cincinnati,     336 

Freight  Committee  B-50,  Amend- 

"     "         "       "    Louisville,     271 

ment  No.  1. 

Indianapolis  to  Cincinnati,     110 

C.  &  O.  R.  48. 

"    Louisville,     110 

chairman  Indianapolis  Freight  Committee, 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Dear  Sir  :- — We  present  herewith  exhibit,  our  Sheets 
47  and  48,  showing  the  hardship  imposed  upon  Indianap- 
olis traffic  destined  to  Texas  and  Arkansas  common  points, 
on  certain  commodities  where  part  car  lots  in  excess  of 
full  carloads  are  charged  at  L.  C.  L.  rates,  while  similar 
shipments  of  same  commodities  from  Chicago,  Milwaukee, 
Cincinnati,  Louisville  and  other  competitive  cities  are 
taken  applying  the  carload  rating  on  such  part  lots. 

The  through  carload  rates  within  the  minimum 
weights  prescribed  are  the  same  on  Texas  traffic  from  In- 
dianapolis, Cincinnati,  Chicago  and  Milwaukee,  and  on 
all  traffic  to  Arkansas  points  excepting  the  restricted  com- 
modities as  to  differentials,  the  basis  is  the  same.  Note 
the  exhibit,  on  vehicles  to  Texas,  shipments  with  part  lots 
weighing  3000  lbs.,  4000  lbs.  and  5000  lbs.,  respectively. 
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[ndianapolis  pays  $44.25,  |59.00  and  $73.75  more  freighl 
than  exactly  similar  shipments  made  from  Chicago,  Mil- 
waukee and  Cincinnati  via  routes  passing  through  [ndi- 
anapolis, and  still  greater  differences  in  favor  of  Louis- 
ville. Again,  note  the  exhibil  for  Arkansas  points  on  ship- 
ments of  vehicles  from  [ndianapolis  with  pari  lots  weigh- 
ing 3000  Lbs,  moo  lbs  and  5000  lbs.  respectively,  our  ship- 
pers pay  |56.50,  $57.70  and  $59.00  more  freighl  than  the 
same  traffic  would  be  charged  from  Cincinnati,  Chicago  or 
Milwaukee;  and  Louisville,  with  a  lower  through  ran-.  1ms 
still  greater  advantage  against  [ndianapolis.  Note  partic- 
ularly that  from  [ndianapolis  to  Arkansas  points  a  part 
lot  weighing  5000  lbs.  is  charged  as  much  as  a  full  carload, 
and  the  total  freighl  on  the  shipment  equals  two  full  car- 
loads. 

Other  light  and  bulky  commodities  are  affected  in 
like  manner  ami  while  the  restriction  complained  of  is  nor 
enforced  againsl  same  traffic  from  tin-  other  points  it 
means  an  advantage  deliberately  given  to  the  trade  of 
favored  cities  and  districts  over  [ndianapolis  expressed  in 
dollars  and  cents,  as  shown  in  exhibit,  and  is  clearly  a 
mounced  discrimination  againsl   our  intereg 

Competitive  traffic  cannol  bear  such  unequal  and  un- 
just conditions  imposed  arbitrarily  by  the  railroads  upon 
some  localities  and  not  upon  others,  and  our  people  insist 
thar  the  disability  he  removed  and  permit  [ndianapolis 
shipments  to  move  under  the  same  conditions  as  d< 
traflic  from  the- other  competitive  cities  mentioned.  We 
look  to  the  initial  carriers  at  this  point  to  protect  our  in- 
terests and  urge  immediate  action  in  affording  the  relief 
asked  for  in  this  connection,  and  authorizing  the  applica- 
tion of  carload  rating  on  part  car  lots  on  all  commodities 
reated   from  other  points. 

Please  have  this  subject  considered  without  delay  and 
referred  to  Central  Freight  Association  with  recommen- 
dation for  action  by  that  body  at  its  November  meetings, 
advising  us  the  action  of  your  Committee,  obliging, 

Very  truly  vours, 


<  'ommissioner. 
Oct.  27,   L906. 


69 


IS  b£ 


h 
co 

UJ 

or 

UJ 

H 

z 

co 


c 


ooi 


S^£ 


LO 
CO 


CS 

to 


LO 

co 
t- 


O 

D- 

< 

Z 

< 

Q 

Z 

«a 

h 

GO 
73 

co 

re 

z 

o 

''Z. 

< 

re 

o 

o 

< 



o 

z 

3 
«♦- 

H 

O 

< 

. 

DC 

(A 

UJ 

00 

<L> 

Q. 

o 

O 

X 

x: 

co 

co 

UJ 

c 

P 

to 

+j 

-i 

o 

< 

c 

D 

re 

a 

o 

UJ 

S- 

z 

re 

■"■ 

Cl 

a 

z 

m 

co 

£ 

u 

o 

V 

I 

> 

co 

co 

UJ 

h 

< 

DC 

■»- 

UJ 

c 

> 

o 

1- 

< 

o 

0C 

E 

< 

Q. 

E 

o 

2 

O 

O 

o 

O 

E- 

(X 

X 

I- 


I    to 

-f 

— 

-* 

■* 

10 

OS 

© 

-1- 

lO   OS 

M 

*— 

Cl 

OS 

CO 

I  0 

Ol 

— 

L-_  o 

CO 

LO 

CO 

OS 

© 

~ 

— J 

— 

l>  c^ 

0-ft.  Car 
Rte.  Cl 
88 

o  i 

CO 

■^ 

OS 

t-  t- 

3! 

T. 

r-l  T-l 

co 

:  i 

CO 

r- 

01 

- 1 

—   CO 

10 

LO 

LO 

0C    10 

L0 

10 

■* 

■* 

" 

" 

" 

" 

co 

co 

-  - 

CT 

CO 

0  1 

CO 

u?+^ooooooo 

©  © 

© 

© 

,=5  <N 

— 

CO 

© 

a  i 

~ 

CO 

CO 

c 

- 

© 

I    bJD">- 

— 

t-  ©  t-  O  t— 

t- 

c 

© 

© 

[>  co 

CO 

LO 

■<*l 

CO 

10 

t- 

co 

70 

— 

LO 

CO 

:  i 

C0 

CO 

01 

01 

CO 

CO 

10 

t-  © 

01 

LO  t- 

1  g 

co 

© 

co 

CO 

CO 

"* 

CM 

© 

t--  LO 

to 

■* 

CO 

si 

=5 

— ' 

— 

CO 

t>  CO 

So 

- 

rH 

CO 

t- 

1  - 

— 

os 

1  - 

—    CV 

:i 

CO 

CM 

rH 

0  1 

01 

T—    CO 

o    . 

10 

10 

LO 

.5  X 

X 

I  0 

10 

10 

?Ciz 

CO 

77 
0] 

CO 
Cl 

c- 
co 

lO 

•*  +J  o 

~ 

O 

c 

o  c 

© 

© 

© 

© 

Xi   OO 

C 

-  i 

o 

ICO 

c 

CO 

CO 

3 

s 

© 

1     *,« 

p   01 

O 

CO 

O  CO  O  CO 

CO 

— 

or 

© 

70 

CO 

■* 

<* 

us 

LO 

© 

CO 

■<S" 

i  0 

:  i 

01 

CO 

CO 

s 

O 

© 

OS 

CC 

10 

or 

CO   LO 

q3 

|H 

- 

c- 

CO 

CC 

CO 

- 1 

— . 

t-  -* 

1  2 

•* 

01 

t^ 

t— ' 

© 

od 

-f' 

l-i 

t-'   LO 

OC 

— 

© 

LO 

l- 

CO 

OS 

1- 

rH  t- 

=  -' 

H 

T- 

CO 

rH 

01 

co 

r-    CO 

O     • 

LO 

LO 

LO 

.5  °° 

I5" 

00 

LO 

LO' 

LO 

CO 

CO 

77 

70 

01 

eo 

CO 

,-*  +$  o  o 

S 

c 

© 

— 

© 

© 

© 

© 

— 

i       r-    CO 

c 

01 

— 

01 

~ 

CO 

CO 

- 

00 

© 

1  J/:£ 

c 

OS 

= 

— 

~ 

OS 

OS 

© 

ro 

© 

CO 

s 

-t- 

T-H 

L0 

<C0 

t- 

CO 

-r 

LO 

© 

CO 

CO 


© 
c- 


© 

CO 


I    fcrj 

dS" : 

Ji^jo©©©©©© 

f  ?  "P  ©  ©  ©  ©  ©  ©  © 

to.©©©©©©© 

I     5'  CC  f "   O  ■*   O  LO  r- 

g    T-l  T^  Cl  CO 


©    LO   LO    ©    ©    L0    LO 
CC    ©  TT  Ol  ©  L^  L0 

©  ©'  i-i  ■*  LO  t^  00 

■*  t"  h  os  «  t-  l: 

r-  CO  CO  tH  CO 


LO 

X    10 

S-    --. 

CO 

©  © 
©  © 
©  © 

©   CO 


LO 


LO 


© 
© 


c  af       in       co 
cr   r/:  _T  to  „«  cc  ^_" 

•"     0;     CI    CP    rt    0)    ct; 

J  c 
Eh 


2  x  o  y.  c  x 

Shfhhehwi 


T. 

K 

05 

01 

, ' 

DO 

,_*" 

Gfl 

J 

tu 

- 

X 

— 

w 

- 

o 

+j 

c 

— 

O 

— 

X 

c 

X 

3 

■/. 

2 

HhHc-ac- 

CO 

c 

If 

C    - 


<D 

*TS 

.   C 

X 

C  x 

»"ea 

u  b; 

P2   " 

C    r— 

5S 

fe£ 

70 


CO 

h 
co 

UJ 

cr 

UJ 

h 

Z 

CO 


CO    UJ 


n 


<    •_ 

D    re 

O    ° 

ui  r 

Z    re 
-    0. 

a   I 
z  | 

I- 

0  m 

1  > 
CO 

CO 
UJ 

< 

DC 

UJ 

> 

< 
DC 
< 

Q. 

s 

o 
o 




■_  —  ::   — 

S 

' f    -    =   © 
©  oo  o 


r    r   r 
3  ©  = 

-  z    z 

-  -    -. 

K 

X    BO 

—  — 

—  — 

—  — 

«        * 

I  - 

i- 

— 

—  I- 



::   •      • 

=   —    - 
-    -    - 
3©  C 

: :   —  .  : 

3000 

i 

nooo 

I  -  I  -  t- 
-  =.  — 
- 
s  ©  c 


- 
- 


-   -   =       r        •  _  —  _j 


O 

.•  M  te 

©  ©  — 

—  r   r 

0. 

•7  "•  :: 

-M    - 

S    3  3 

©  ©  © 

< 

z 

1 

■  i  it 

us  ~  ~ 





*   * 

< 

-' 

- 

Q 

Z 

_  Ifl  cc 

. 

i  -  .    . 

"— 1 

2= "  - 

:: 

—  ' 

</> 

— 

-  ©  © 

©   ©    z 

©  ©  © 

h 
co 

©  x  © 

©    ©   © 

©  ©  © 

"D 

:f  i  -  © 

C 3 —  * 

z   z   z 

re 

i  -   -. 

r  t  —  i  ~ 

eo  —  •'. 

z 

o 

t?        — 

™" 

L. 

< 

re 

o 

o 

< 

-'    X    M 

©   ©    © 

o  o  e 

~ 

M  *>  - 

— .   3    — . 

-.  -  -. 

o 

3 

1 

©  —  - 

—    -  1  i  " 

i  -'  ~  ©i 

z 

»•- 

I 

'_  •'■  ~> 

— 

•    » 

h 

O 

93 

3 

< 

w 

-~  '-"  2 

©.  •    : 

it. 

. 

DC 

U) 

r~ 

—  . 

~™ 

03 

-r 

UJ 

a. 

a> 

~  ©  - 

-  z  z 

©  ©   © 

o 

—    y    Z 

©  ©  © 

©   ©    © 

o 
u 

o 

CO 

X 

:f.  _ 

©   ©   z 

—  ©  © 

£S2 

r.   -    ~ 

■  t  j  -  i  " 

i  -  —  i- 


3  ©  C 

x  id  S 


-  z   z    z   z 
»  ©  oo  oo  oc 

>0  O  00  00  OC 

T  i   ::   — 

—  r  i  t  i  "  i 


rt  M  "t 

-  /    :i 

: 


=  =  r  —  o 
30  O  00  00  oc 
I-  —  •  -  I  -  I- 
i-  r:  c  —  ^-i 
—        r i  r  i  ri 


ri  -^  c 
y.  x  r. 


t»; 


-  _  ■-  -  - 

-  ■ K'.'\ 

i  "  (0  00  t" 
—  I.-. 

:7   .. 
~    DO 

"-    C   ^J  — 

~     Zim  M  ^  O 

5  ©  trs  oo  t-^ 


r       utoCQoc 

=    M   -    -   '■'■   — 

—    a   - 


'^ 


d 


ax 


.;  ©  c 

=  ~ 

-_  -  ~ 

U  -    .  .- 


r:  —  d  — 

I    —  o  © 
I    ir.  r  = 


~  -  ~ 


c 


e  s  3 

i  -    ~ '   3S 

— 

*   * 

© 

i  ■:   .      . 


3  O  ° 
;  —  ^ 

u-i  M  L.-5 
-'  M  "• 


—   . 

■f. 

- 

w 

=   =   r  z:  © 

T 

SO  ©  00  OO  OC 

~ 

-r  r  tc  -  x 

z 
= 

- 

iscooocnc 

t— T  1 

©   3  © 

s  -\  \z 

—■  T.  :i 

l>  I-    S. 

1 


~  -  — 
r  z  = 
r  =  r 
^  —  i" 


©    ©    ©  3    ©    © 

=   r  ©  ©  ©  = 

-   -  ©  ©  ©  © 

--  —  i  -  ::  —  i- 


=  - 

a  - 


V) 

re 

^   r 

i/> 

c 

re  b£ 

■ 

X   : 

<- 

J£ 

M 

o< 

o 

cc  I 

•/  * 

0)  — 

:  0 

r  r  =  r  r 

—  r  =  ©  © 

r  ©  r  ©  = 

—  : :  i  -  x  r. 


z.  oa        do   do 

a  oo  _r  oo   do  _• 

—  -."-»*— 

B  X  o  X  x  2 


-    - 


©©©  —  ©©©  -©©© 

3©0020©©*-|©c    - 

z    z    Z  3  ©  ©  _  ©  ©  © 

--  —  i';   —  r:  —  it  -r.  —  us 

DO  ;' 

00  -  no  b   S 

gg  %•  SO  -    W 


:t 


=    =     - 


2  x 


r  a 
■-■-. 


z  M  S 


- 

0  -i 


=  = 

~  'Z 


— 


71 

To  General  Freight  Agents,  Indianapolis  Roads:' 

Dear  Sir: — We  enclose  herewith  Exhibits,  our  Sheets 
Nios.  25  to  48,  inclusive,  presenting  further  the  inequali- 
ties and  hardship  imposed  upon  Indianapolis  traffic  under 
the  existing"  unfair  adjustment  in  our  rates  and  unwar- 
ranted and  prohibitive  restrictions  put  upon  shipments 
from  here,  which  are  not  enforced  on  like  traffic  from  our 
surrounding  competitive  points,  as  set  forth  in  the  exhib- 
its. 

We  are  clearly  in  the  right  in  calling  upon  the  initial 
carriers  at  this  point  to  correct  at  once  the  abuses  in  rates 
complained  of  in  their  own  tariff  issues,  and  likewise  to 
secure  the  relief  asked  for  in  the  tariff  publications  of 
Western  and  Southwestern  roads;  also  where  we  contend 
Indianapolis  in  certain  respects  is  not  assigned  to  proper- 
ly defined  territorial  grouping;  also  the  restrictions  re- 
ferred to  on  many  of  our  important  commodities  as  pre- 
sented in  the  exhibits.  These  disabilities  our  interests 
here  insist  must  be  remedied  without  delay,  and  our  traffic 
permitted  to  move  under  as  free  and  favorable  conditions 
as  given  to  our  competing  cities.  It  is  nothing  less  than 
outrageous  that  the  differences  in  freight  a.gainst  Indian- 
apolis, as  shown  in  these  exhibits,  should  be  allowed  to 
exist  and  argument  is  not  required  to  establish  that  fact. 

The  exhibits  herewith  presented  establish  conclusively 
that  Indianapolis  both  as  to  locality  and  industries  is 
wantonly  discriminated  against  and  the  situation  demands 
that  the  carriers  recognize  our  rights  and  cease  such  dis- 
crimination and  adopt  a  just  and  relative  basis  in  the  re- 
construction of  Indianapolis  rates  as  set  forth  in  the  ex- 
hibits. 

We  show  that  on  furniture  destined  to  the  Missouri 
River  points,  Kansas  City  to  Omaha,  inclusive,  and 
territory  intermediate  Indianapolis  pays  freight  on  car- 
load shipments,  |39.00  more  than  Louisville.  §40.00  more 
than  Chicago  on  furniture  not  otherwise  specified,  while 
on  Spring  Beds.  Metal  Couch  Frames,  Metallic  Mattresses, 
Cots  and  Cribs  Indianapolis  pays  820.84  more  than  Louis- 
ville and  |30.84  more  than  Chicago  on  the  same  minimum 
weight  basis  as  applied  from  these  points. 

Distances  to  Kansas  City  are:  From  Chicago,  458 
miles;  from  Louisville,  552  miles,  and  from  Indianapolis, 
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r.»L'  miles,  Indianapolis  being  onlj  •".!  miles  further  than 
Chicago  and  •'•<»  miles  shorter  mileage  than  Louisville.  The 
average  distance  to  the  five  Missouri  River  points,  viz. 
Kansas  City,  Atchison,  Leavenworth,  St.  Joseph  and  Oma- 
ha are:  From  Chicago  184,  Louisville  596,  [ndianap- 
olis  524,  showing  Indianapolis  to  be  only  Hi  miles  further 
than  Chicago  and  72  miles  shorter  than  Louisville.     Our 

Slieel     \o.    25. 

We  show  thai  on  Furniture  destined  to  Missouri  River 
and  territory  beyond  from  Michigan  points  the  minimum 
weighl  is  12000  lbs.  for  any  length  of  car  on  the  basis  of 
3rd-class  rate  to  the  basing  point,  Chicago;  while  from  In- 
dianapolis (in  50-ft.  car,  generally  used  for  furniture,  the 
minimum  weighl  is  18000  H>s.  and  our  rate  is  on  the  basis 
of  2nd-class  as  per  Classification.  Our  traffic  therefore  is 
subjected  to  ;i  double  handicap  in  weighl  and  rate  and  un- 
der these  conditions  Indianapolis  pays  freighl  $17.00  per 
car  more  than  Grand  Rapids,  $14.00  per  ear  mere  than 
Toledo,  Detroit,  Saginaw  and  Bay  City,  and  $22  per  car 
more  than  Benton  Harbor  and  Nlles,  Michigan.  Distances 
to  Kansas  City  are :  From  Hay  City  T<».">  miles,  Detroit  713, 
Toledo  662,  Grand  Rapids  636,  from  Niles  and  Benton 
Harbor  each  550,  while  from  Indianapolis  192  miles. 
Sheets  26,  27  and  28. 

We  show  thai  on  chairs,  carloads,  destined  to  .Mis- 
souri River  points  and  intermediate  territory,  Indianap- 
olis with  distance  as  shown  above  decidedly  in  our  favor, 
pays  freight  on  50-ft.  ears  $12.00  to  $14.00  per  ear  more 
than  Grand  Rapids,  and  $4.00  per  car  more  than  Detroit, 
while  competition  with  Chicago  and  Louisville  we  pay 
$68.00  and  $58.00  per  car,  respectively,  more  than  those 
points  on  the  hasis  of  same  minimum  weight. 

In  this  connection  attention  is  called  i<>  the  fact  that 
our  natural  ami  direct  route,  viz..  via  Mississippi  River, 
is  dosed  to  us  and  the  traffic  forced  to  move  via  Chicago 
io  obtain  the  lower  rating  which  we  do  by  using  the  Cin- 
cinnati to  Chicago  commodity  rate  on  hasis  of  L'ml  class, 
being  intermediate,  while  full  classification  rating  of  li/2 
Lst  class  would  apply  routing  direct  via  E.  St.  Louis  >r 
Mississippi  River  crossings  ;is  shown  1  ►  \  exhibit.  See  our 
Sheets  l".>.  30  ami  31. 

We  show  that  on  furniture  not  otherwise  specified 
destined   lo  territory  in   Missouri   and    Kansas,  basing  on 
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Missouri  River  Crossings,  the  rates  from  Chicago  are 
2414c  per  cwt.  less  than  from  Indianapolis,  and  on  the 
other  kinds  of  furniture  specified  Chicago  rates  are  16c, 
8%c  and  6c  per  cwt.  less  than  charged  on  Indianapolis 
shipments,  and  Grand  Rapids  and  other  Michigan  points 
by  reason  of  their  low  commodity  rate  to  Chicago  effect 
lower  through  rates  than  Indianapolis  to  the  territory  in 
question.  Our  Sheet  No.  32  with  list  showing  grouping 
of  Missouri  and  Kansas  points. 

We  show  that  on  chairs,  C.  L.,  destined  to  St.  Louis,  In- 
dianapolis pavs  a  rate  of  SS^c  per  cwt.,  while  Louisville 
pays  35c,  Grand  Rapids  50c,  Detroit  55c  and  Chicago  23c. 
See  our  Sheet  No.  43. 

We  show  that  |0n  furniture,  C.  L.,  as  specified  in  ex- 
hibit destined  to  points  in  Kentucky  and  Tennessee,  ship- 
ments from  St.  Louis  are  taken  on  proportional  rate  of 
17c,  4th  class,  E.  St.  Louis  to  Ohio  Riyer,  while  Indianap- 
olis pays  local  rate  on  classification  basis  of  2nd  class,  viz., 
22c  per  cwt.  Distance  from  E.  St.  Louis  336  miles,  from 
Indianapolis  110  miles.     See  our  Sheet  No.  44. 

We  show  that  part  car  lot  in  excess  of  full  carload 
on  certain  specified  commodities,  destined  to  Texas  and 
Arkansas  points,  are  charged  at  L.  C.  L.  rates  on  ship- 
ments from  Indianapolis — while  from  Cincinnati,  Louis- 
ville. New  Albany,  Evansville,  Chicago,  Milwaukee  and 
St.  Louis,  these  part  car  lots  are  given  the  carload  rating. 
Our  Sheets  Nos.  47  and  48. 

We  show  that  shipments  of  vehicles,  chairs,  furniture 
and  woodenware,  destined  to  Arkansas  common  points 
from  Indianapolis,  are  charged  local  rates  to  E.  St.  Louis, 
while  the  same  commodities  move  from  Chicago,  Cincin- 
nati, Louisville,  Evansville,  etc.,  on  basis  of  differentials 
over  E.  St.  Louis.     Our  Sheets  Nos.  41  and  42. 

We  show  that  class  and  commodity  rates  to  Indian 
and  Oklahoma  Territories  from  Indianapolis  are  held  on 
Cincinnati  basis,  whereas  bv  reason  of  distance  and 
geography,  we  are  entitled  to  Chicago  rate  basis.  Our 
Sheets  33  to  40  inclusive,  and  45  and  46. 

The  adjustments  called  for  under  these  showings  an- 
as enumerated  in  attached  sheets,  and  we  urge  there  be  no 
such  delay  on  the  part  of  the  roads  in  correcting  these 
wrongs  as  has  been  manifested  so  far  in  connection  with 


our  exhibits  previously  presented.    Sheets  l  to  24  inclus- 
ive. 

<  hir  members  requesl  an  Immediate  expression  of  your 
virus  and  attitude  towards  the  relief  to  [ndianapolis 
traffic  indicated  in  these  exhibits  and  acpompanying  let- 
ters submitted. 

Verv  truly  vours, 


< Jommissioner. 


Oct.  29,  1906. 


READJUSTMENTS  IN  RATES  AND  CONDITIONS  ASKED  FOB  REMOV- 
ING DISCRIMINATIONS  AGAINST  INDIANAPOLIS  TRAFFIC,  AS 
PER  EXHIBITS — SHEETS  NUMBERED  25  TO  18  INCLUSIVE. 

1st. — That  rates  on  furniture,  C.  L..  all  kinds  from 
[ndianapolis  to  .Missouri  River  Crossings  and  intermed- 
iate icrritory  be  adjusted  and  authorized  on  basis  of  5c 
per  cwt.  over  Chicago  rates  on  basis  of  20,000  lbs.  mini- 
mum for  any  length  of  car — same  as  applies  from  Chicago 
and   Louisville,  shown  in  Exhibit,  Sheet  No.  25. 

2nd. — That  on  furniture,  all  kinds,  carloads,  destined 
to  Missouri  River  and  points  beyond  in  Missouri  and 
Kansas,  as  per  lists  of  group  points  attached  to  exhibit, 
rates  from  [ndianapolis  be  established  and  published  on 
basis  of  5c  per  cwt.  above  the  Chicago  rates  with  minimum 
weighl  20,000  lbs.  for  any  length  car— Sheets  26,  27,  28 
and    32. 

3rd. — That  pates  on  chairs,  carloads,  as  described  in 
exhibit,  from  Indianapolis  destined  to  Missouri  River 
points  and  intermediate  territory  be  established  and  pub- 
lished on  ltasis  of  5c  per  cwt.  above  the  Chicago  rates  un- 
der Western  Classification  minimum  weights,  observing 
as  maximum  ltasis  the  30c  rate  at  20,000  lbs.  from  <  Ihicago 
—Sheets  29,  30  and  31. 

4th. —  That  class  and  commodity  rates  from  Indian- 
apolis to  Indian  and  Oklahoma  Territories,  revered  in  I. 
&  < ).  Committee  Tariff  ill.  be  readjusted  on  a  lower  basis, 
by  including  Indianapolis  in  Chicago  group  territory  and 
applying  Chicago  rates.  This  is  amply  justified  on  the 
grounds  of   geographical   position   and   comparative  dis- 


tances.  Taking-  McAlester  as  a  fairly  central  point  in  In- 
dian Territory  and  Oklahoma  City  for  that  territory: 

Chicago  to  McAlester,  774  miles,  from  Indianapolis 
sos  miles,  while  Cincinnati  is  902  miles. 

Chicago  to  Oklahoma  City  is  802  miles,  from  Indian- 
apolis 785  miles,  while  Cincinnati  is  879  miles. 

The  average  distance  from  Chicago  is  784  miles,  from 
Indianapolis  796,  while  from  Cincinnati  890  miles. 

Being  shorter  mileage  in  one  instance  and  but  12 
miles  difference  on  average  distance  entitles  Indianapolis 
to  Chicago  rates  asked  for.  See  our  Sheets  33  to  40  in- 
clusive, and  45  and  46. 

5th.. — That  on  traffic  from  Indianapolis  destined  to 
Arkansas  common  points,  where  differential  basis  over  E. 
St.  Louis  is  used  in  effecting  through  rates,  the  carriers 
abolish  and  remove  the  restrictions  imposed  upon  certain 
commodities  important  among  our  industries,  including 
vehicles,  woodenware,  furniture  and  ekairs  under  which 
the  differential  basis  is  denied  to  our  shipments  and  local 
rates  to  E.  St.  Louis  charged  resulting  in  very  great 
hardship  absolutely  prohibitive  to  Indianapolis  interests, 
especially  so  since  these  commodities  move  on  the  differ- 
ential basis  from  Chicago,  Cincinnati,  Louisville,  Evans- 
ville,  etc.  The  figures  presented  in  exhibit  and  in  letter  to 
Indianapolis  Committee  show  the  outrage  imposed  upon 
Indianapolis  interests.     Sheets  41  and  42. 

6th. — That  on  chairs,  C.  L.,  destined  to  St.  Louis,  a 
rate  from  Indianapolis  be  established  on  basis  of  2d-class 
32c  per  cwt.,  this  being  the  basis  of  commodity  rates  be- 
tween other  C.  F.  A.  points,  shown  in  exhibit,  our  Sheet 
No.  43. 

7th. — That  on  furniture,  C.  L.,  as  specified  in  exhibit 
destined  to  interior  Kentucky  and  Tennessee  points,  ship- 
ments from  Indianapolis  be  given  4th-class  proportional 
rate  to  Ohio  River  Crossings,  same  basis  as  in  effect  from 
St.  Louis.    Our  Sheet  No.  44. 

8th. — That  on  shipments  of  vehicles  or  other  bulky 
articles,  destined  to  Texas  and  Arkansas  points,  where 
there  is  a  part  car  lot  in  excess  of  full  carload,  the  restric- 
tion enforced  on  such  part  lots,  under  which  L.  C.  L.  rat- 
ing is  charged,  be  removed  and  permit  the  carload  rate 
to  apply,  same  as  allowed  on  similar  part  lot  excess  ship- 
ments from   Chicago,   Milwaukee,   St.   Louis,   Cincinnati, 
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Louisville,  New  Albany,  Evansville  and  other  points.  The 
extra  freight  on  [ndianapolis  traffic  under  the  ruling  com- 
plained of  is  a  severe  restraint  on  trade,  prohibiting  sales 
in  many  instances  by  reason  of  these  additional,  excessive 
and  unjust  charges  shown  in  exhibit,  Sheets  17  and  18. 


The  foregoing  must  impress  the  readei  thai  the  cases 
are  not  so  few  nor  isolated.  <>n  the  contrary,  our  traffic 
to  practically  all  parts  of  the  country,  excepting  between 
here  ami  the  North  Atlantic  Seaboard,  is  subjecl  to  ex- 
cessive rates  and  unjust  conditions  which  arc  nol  enforced 
against   traffic  from  competitive  cities  and  districts. 

Note  tin'  extent  of  territory  covered  in  exhibits:  from 
the  Carolinas  throughout  the  Southeast  and  South,  Miss- 
issippi Valley,  Louisiana,  Texas,  Arkansas.  Indian  and 
Oklahoma  Territories,  .Missouri  River  points,  Kansas,  Ne- 
braska, Colorado,  Utah,  St.  Paul.  Minneapolis,  etc.  Mr. 
Grammer  knows  all  this,  vet  tells  us  it  is  not  so,  or  that 
only  hero  and  there  a  little  difference  exists.  Note  the  ex- 
hibits and  then  measure  his  misstatements. 

Again,  lie  says  that  where  such  eases  do  exist  the  ini- 
tial roads  in  Indiana  arc  powerless  to  protect  their  local 
industries.  That  .statement  is  unwarranted,  since  the  ini- 
tial roads  have  it  in  their  own  hands  to  solve  the  conditions 
complained  of.  Take  traffic  for  points  in  Southeast  terri- 
tory, as  shown  on  Exhibits,  Sheets  7  to  11,  inclusive,  where 
St.  Louis  run  ship  right  through  Indianapolis  via  Cincin- 
nati <ii  rates  about  the  sann  and  in  some  cases  lower  than 
iln  rut's  from  Indianapolis.  The  rates  beyond  Cincinnati 
are  just  the  same  and  the  differences  complained  <>f  are 
all  in  the  rates  this  side  of  the  ri\cr.  is  there  anything  to 
prevent  the  roads,  Indianapolis  t<>  Cincinnati,  in  adjusting 
their  own  rates  so  as  to  give  [ndianapolis  interests  a 
chance  to  compete  with  St.  Louis?  h  is  absurd  to  say 
they  cannot. 

Take  traffic  destined  io  .Memphis.  New  Orleans,  etc., 
Sheets  1.  •_'  ami  3.  Is  there  any  justice  in  hauling  freight 
from  Chicago  and  from  Cincinnati  right  through  Indian- 
apolis <ii  mils  lower  Hkiii  charged  from  Indianapolis  t 
And  would  the  gentleman  say  the  roads  passing  through 
here  from  Chicago  and  from  Cincinnati  with  that  traffic 
are  powerless  i"  adjust  the  rates  from  [ndianapolis? 


Look  at  Sheet  44.  Does  there  appear  airything  to  pre- 
vent the  roads  from  Indianapolis  to  Cincinnati  and  Louis- 
ville making  rates  to  correspond  with  the  rates  from  St. 
Louis? 

Refer  to  Sheets  41  and  42,  Showing  how  we  get  to 
Arkansas  with  some  of  our  principal  commodities  as 
against  Cincinnati  and  Louisville,  paying  from  Indianap- 
olis to  St.  Louis  twice  and  three  times  the  rales  charged 
from  Cincinnati  and  Louisville,  while  the  traffic  from 
those  points  passes  right  through  Indianapolis. 

Sheet  No.  43  shows  that  on  chairs  in  carloads,  our 
manufacturers  and  shippers  are  obliged  to  pay  li/o  times 
first-  class  rate,  while  competitors  at  other  points  are 
favored  with  2nd-class  and  4th-class  rates.  In  other 
words,  Chicago  to  St.  Louis,  distance  280  miles,  has  rate 
of  23c  per  cwt.,  as  against  Indianapolis,  242  miles,  rate 
5&y2c  ;and  Detroit  and  Grand  Rapids  with  double  the 
distance  have  lower  rates  than  Indianapolis. 

The  initial  Indiana  roads,  if  they  so  desired,  could 
take  action  to  remedy  the  conditions  complained  of,  and 
it  is  mere  idle  talk  to  say  they  have  no  voice  in  the  protec- 
tion of"  the  industrial  and  commercial  interests  in  Indi- 
ana and  are  powerless  to  change  the  situation.  Were  they 
to  direct  some  of  the  energy  towards  helping  their  local  in- 
dustries which  they  are  expending  in  resisting  the  meas- 
ures of  relief  asked  for,  the  burdens  complained  of  could 
easily  be  removed.  The  same  general  principle  applies 
throughout  the  exhibits  on  traffic  destined  beyond  the 
Ohio  and  Mississippi  Rivers,  and  the  initial  Indiana  roads 
could  effect  the  needed  adjustment  in  these  competitive 
conditions  without  disturbing  or  affecting  their  local  rates 
for  intermediate  traffic.  Mr.  Grammer  knows  how  true 
all  this  is  and  it  would  be  interesting  to  have  him  explain 
why  the  initial  roads  are  unwilling  to  give  Indianapolis 
and  the  other  interior  Indiana  cities  a  fair  relative  basis 
for  competitive  traffic. 

Refer  again  to  exhibits,  Sheets  4  and  5  and  43,  and 
note  the  favoritism  shown  to  Michigan  interests: 

On  Furniture     they  have  3rd  class  rates — we  pay  2nd  class. 
"     Woodenware    "         "     6th       "         "  "     "       4th      " 

"     Varnish  '  "         "     5th       "         "  "     "       4th      " 

"     Chairs  "         "     2nd       "        "  "     "       1%  1st  class. 

"     Stoves  "        "     6th      "        "  "     "       5th  class. 
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Why  is  this?  And  will  .Mr.  Granimer  tell  us  thai  his 
system  of  roads,  operating  lines  in  both  states,  cannot  give 
[ndiana  interests  the  same  classification  basis  as  like  in- 
terets  in  Michigan  enjoy?  Look  at  the  exhibil  for  Furni- 
ture, Sheets  25  to  32,  inclusive,  and  cote  thai  to  Kansas 
City  the  freighl  is  $49.00  per  car  more  from  [ndianapolis 
than  from  Chicago,  and  $39.00  per  car  more  than  from 
Louisville;  the  distance  is  only  30  miles  in  favor  of  Chi- 
cago, while  Louisville  is  7(1  miles  farther  than  [ndian- 
apolis. Note  thai  Grand  Rapids,  Detroit  and  Bay  City, 
Mich.,  can  ship  furniture  to  Kansas  City  and  the  other 
.Missouri  Liver  points  cheaper  than  [ndianapolis  with  dis- 
tances  L50  to  200  miles  in  favor  of  Indianapolis.  Further, 
our  shippers  of  chairs  have  to  pay  $68.00  per  car  more 
than  Chicago  and  $58.00  more  than  Louisville  to  Kansas 
City,  and  the  other  .Missouri  River  points;  also  Detroit 
and  Grand  Rapids,  .Mich.,  pay  less  freight  than  Indianap- 
olis, and  the  same  differences  in  freight  applies  to  ship- 
ments to  points  beyond  the  Missouri  River  crossings  in 
Kansas,  Nebraska,  Colorado  and  Utah.  Does  such  adjust- 
ment of  rates  appeal  to  Mr.  Grammer  as  being  fair?  Are 
these  cases  what  he  terms  "petty"  ones?  Are  These  rates 
charged  only  a  "little  higher"  as  he  expresses  it?  Be  tolls 
us  there  is  no  relief,  i.  e..  the  initial  roads  are  unwilling  to 
granl  relief;  so  thai  while  these  same  roads  can  readily 
adjust  their  rate  conditions  on  traffic  from  Ohio  River 
points,  Chicago  and  territory  lying  west  of  the  Indiana- 
Illinois  state  line,  where  they  have  the  competition  of 
Southern  and  Western  roads  not  controlled  by  thi  Central 
Freight  Association,  when  it  comes  to  treating  with  ship- 
ping interests  located  in  interior  Indiana  the  screws  are 
sel  and  they  declare  they  are  powerless  to  act. 

To  whom,  then,  are  the  manufacturers  and  shippers 
of  interior  Indiana  to  look  for  relief? 

.Must  we  appeal  to  the  outside  roads,  in  the  west  and 
south,  to  regulate  Indiana  rates? 

Are  there  do  obligations  resting  upon  the  Indiana 
railroads  under  their  charters  to  interest  themselves  in 
protecting  local  industries  in  this  state  by  adjusting  rates 
on  a  relative  basis  to  those  in  effect  from  surrounding 

competitive  districts? 
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Can  our  industrial  and  commercial  interests  prosper 
against  such  discriminations  as  pointed  out  in  the  fore- 
going exhibits? 

The  only  alternative  indicated  bv  the  declaration  of 
Mr.  Grammer  would  point  to  the  removal  of  manufactur- 
ing and  jobbing  interests  to  the  more  favored  cities  and 
districts,  where  the  carriers  are  not  so  powerless  or  indif- 
ferent and  where  they  would  exert  their  influence  in  sym- 
pathy with  the  needs  of  traffic. 

What  could  be  more  disquieting  or  injure  so  much 
the  relations  between  shipper  and  carrier  than  to  listen 
to  a  speech,  from  a  man  holding  high  official  station  and 
clothed  with  the  authority  held  bv  Mr.  Grammer,  so 
marked  by  misstatements,  vainly  attempting  to  deny  exist- 
ing conditions  which  have  been  clearly  and  forcibly  pre- 
sented with  the  full  understanding  and  approval  of  the 
members  of  this  Bureau. 

INDIANAPOLIS  FREIGHT  BUREAU. 

J.  Keavy,  Commissioner. 
Approved  by  Executive  Committee  of  Directors. 
December,  1906. 
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BOARD    OF    DIRECTOR* 

T.    R.    KACKLEY,   Atlas    Engine   Works 

H.   BATES.   JR..   American   Hominy  Co. 
H.    C.    ATKIXS.    E.    C.    Atkins    ft    Co. 

J.   L.  KETCHAM.   Brown-Ketcham  Iron  Works 

HARRY  B.  GATES.  Climax  Coffee  ft  Baking  Powder  Co. 
W.   ML   TAYLOR.   Chandler   &   Taylor  Co. 

F.  B.  WHITLOC'K.  Indianapolis  Foundry  Co. 
C.   C.   HAXCH.   Xordyke  &   Marmon   Co. 

ALBERT    LIEBER.    Indianapolis    Brewing   Co. 
SAMUEL  REID    Kingan   &   Co.,   Ltd. 

T.   B.   LAYCOCK.   The  T.   B.  Laycock  Mfg.   Co. 
C.  P.  MeDOUGAL,  G.  P.  McDougal  &  Son. 

W.   G.  GRIFFITH,  National  Malleable  Castings  Co. 

D.   M.   PARRY.  Parry   Mfg.   Co. 
.TLA  XT)  VAX  CAMP.  Van  Camp  Hardware  a.-   Iron  Co. 
K.   H.   RICE.  Pope  Motor  Car  Co. 

GEORGE  G.  GRIFFLX.   Schnull  &  Co. 

ROBERT    ELLIOTT,   Standard  Dry  Kiln   Co. 
H.   O.    SMITH.    Indianapolis  Rubber  Co. 
E.  HAYEXS.   Havens  &  Geddes  Co. 

P.  H.  CLIFFORD,  C.  P.  Lesh  Paper  Co. 


AD  D  E  N DA 

Attention  is  called  to  the  fact  that  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  Mr.  Grammer's  discourse  consists  of  what  ap- 
pears to  be  "Stock  Arguments"  of  the  railroads,  used  gen- 
erally, in  all  sections  of  the  country,  as  the  following 
would  seem  to  indicate: 


Mr.  Grammer'H   Speech  at   Indi- 
anapolis.   Nov.    19th,   190(>. 


Speech    of    Samuel     Spencer,    at 
Montgomery.  Ala.,  Oct.  25th.  lOOfi. 


(Page  17.) 
As  before  stated,  Indiana  was 
no  exception.  Its  genera!  char- 
ters and  statutes  granted  in  re- 
sponse to  the  sentiments  of  the 
people,  make  a  history  of  public 
aid  and  encouragement  to  the 
builders  of  railroads,  and  contain 
no  hint  of  antagonistic  public 
sentiment,  or  of  an  ultimate  pur- 
pose of  severe  or  drastic  public 
control    or    injury. 


Alabama  was  no  exception  to 
this  rule  of  governmental  en- 
couragement. Its  general  stat- 
utes and  the  charters  granted  by 
its  General  Assembly  in  response 
to  the  sentiments  of  its  people, 
make  a  history  of  puolic  aid  and 
encouragement  to  the  building 
of  railroads,  and  contain  no  hint 
of  antagonistic  public  sentiment 
or  of  an  ultimate  purpose  oi* 
severe  or  drastic  public  control 
or   injury. 


(Page  17.) 
While  public  and  government- 
al assistance  was,  in  due  course, 
forthcoming,  with  liberal  exemp- 
tion from  governmental  interfer- 
ence in  the  management  of  such 
properties,  yet  there  were  very 
few  railroad  enterprises  in  Indi- 
ana that  were  able  to  maintain 
themselves  during  their  early 
history,  which  is  replete  with 
bankruptcy  and  disaster.  and 
have  only  been  able  to  escape 
complete  annihilation  through 
the  amalgamation  of  the  weak 
and  disjointed  properties,  there- 
by affording  continuous  trans- 
portation. 


But  notwithstanding'  the  pub- 
lic and  governmental  favor  thus 
extended — notwithstanding  the 
substantial  freedom  from  gov- 
ernmental interference  in  their 
management — there  were  v<-ry 
few  railroad  enterprises  in  the 
South  which  could  at  first  main- 
tain themselves.  The  history  of 
many  of  them  whs  a  history  of 
bankruptcy  and  disaster  until 
the  weak  and  disjointed  proper- 
tics  were  amalgamated  so  as  to 
afford  continuous  transporta- 
tion. 


si 


Mr.     (.riiiiiinir — \n*.     I!>.     1006. 

i  Pages  17-1  vi 
While  ili«'  public  and  the  pi  op. 
erties  have  been  greatly  benefit- 
ed by  Buch  amalgamation,  which 
brought  aboul  certain  power 
over  the  Interests  of  commodi- 
ties, localities  and  persons,  yet 
the  demands  made  upon  the  fa- 
cilities thus  afforded  have  no!  al- 
ways  been  based  <>n  sound  rea 
sun,  the  public  character  of  the 
enterprises  being  practically  all 
t ha  t  has  r,  i--i\  ed  recog nlt'.on  or 
consideration,  the  private  rights 
<>r  the  owners  having  been,  to 
.ill  intents  and  purposes,  com- 
pletely h>-M  sight  of  in  the 
swinging  <>f  the  pendulum  from 
th«  I'MiTine  on  oik'  siih;  t>>  the 
extreme  <m   the  other. 


>ir.   Spencer — Oct.   -"..    ijmmi. 

With  thai  amalgamation  "t 
properties  and  its  consequent 
public    good,    came    great    power 

exaggt  'it'  'i  perhaps  In  t  he 
public      mind     bul      still      great 

power,  over  the  Interests  of  c - 

moditles,  localities  and  persons, 
and  with  it  a  demand  for  public 
regulation,  it  m ust  be  admit t < •  < l 
that  this  demand,  within  lust 
and  reasonable  limits,  is  based 
on  sound  reason.  in  the  prog- 
i  ess  of  tinn  ,  the  public  asp<  ■  t 
nf  this  quest  Ion  has  l me  en- 
tirely reversed.  The  pendulum 
has  swung  from  an  extreme  on 
the  one  Bide  to  an  extreme  on 
th.  other.  As.  in  the  Inception 
nf  railroad  construction,  th< 
public  relations  of  the  properties 
were  largely  lost  siprht  of,  so 
m  w.  in  reaction,  the  public 
character  of  the  enterprises  is 
almost  the  only  thing  recognis- 
ed or  considered,  and  t  he  prh  at< 
rights  of  the  owners  are,  in  the 
political  thought  of  the  day,  al- 
most   if    not    entirely    forgotten. 


(Pages  l  7- 1  s.  > 
Justice  Is  what  might  be 
tei  nil, i  "1  he  happy  medium."  ly- 
iiiK  as  it  does  between  the  two 
extremes.  Kaithful  performari ■■■ 
"i  public  duties  by  the  owners  of 
th.se  properties,  without  fear  or 
favor  for  any  interests,  should 
rigidly  obtain,  In  whit  b  event 
the  residuum  is  cm  a  parity  with 
and  entitled  t"  the  same  consid- 
eration as  all  other  private  prop- 
erty. 


Justice,  however,  lies  between 
the  two  extremes.  These  prop- 
erties  and  their  owners  should 
be  required  to  perform  faithful- 
ly their  public  duties  under  rea- 
sonable rat.s  and  practices,  mi- 
der  full  publicity  without  un- 
just discrimination  and  without 
favor  for  any  interests.  When 
this  obligation  is  performed,  the 
i  esiduum  is  private  property  en- 
titled t"  the  same  consideration 
and  protection  at  the  hands  of 
the  public  and  of  t he  gov<  rn- 
ment  as  all  other  private  prop- 
■  rty. 


i  Page  18.) 
We  should  remember  that  the 
transportation  properties  were 
fostered  upon  the  assumption 
thai  they  would  be  granted  not 
imiy  reasonable  public  counte- 
nance, hut  the  natural  support 
under  which  such  powers  were 
conferred,  thereby  stimulating 
private  investment. 


In  the  formation  of  public  ;>'d. 
Icies,  common  justice  requires 
us  ti>  remember  that  when  these 
properties  were  originally  creat- 
ed, it  was  dime  In  reliance  on  the 

u,'"".l      faith     <if     that  ,    ible 

public    countenance    and    support 

under  which  the  public  powers 
w»re  granted  and  the  private  in- 
vestments  were   made. 
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Mr.    « .  rammer — Nov.    10,    1906. 

(Page  18.) 
The  obstacles,  hindrances  and 
perplexities  with  which  the  rail- 
road manager  of  today  is  con- 
fronted, become  more  clearly 
manifest  when  we  consider  the 
dual  nature  of  his  labors  in  ad- 
ministering property  in  which 
investments  of  a  private  nature 
have  been  made,  yet  is  charged 
with  public  duties  of  importance. 
It  is  necessary  that  he  furnish 
proper  facilities  to  the  public  at 
reasonable  rates,  avoid  all  un- 
just discrimination  as  between 
commodities  or  persons  or  local- 
ities, and  see  that  his  patrons 
receive  equal  and  impartial 
treatment,  exact  justice  being 
his    keynote    of   action. 


Mr.    Spencer — Oct.    35,    1906. 

Confronted  by  this  evolution 
— or,  rather,  by  this  revolution 
— of  conditions,  with  the  admin- 
istration of  a  property  of  dual 
nature,  invested  in  as  a  private 
concern,  but  charged  with  im- 
portant public  duties,  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  railroad  manager 
become  apparent.  On  the  one 
hand  is  his  imperative  obliga- 
tion to  the  public  to  provide  for 
it  proper  facilities,  to  do  so  at 
reasonable  rates,  to  avoid  all  un- 
just discriminations  as  between 
commodities  or  persons  or  locali- 
ties, and  to  do  equal  and  exact 
justice    as    between    his   patrons. 


(Pages    19-20.) 

The  handicaps  that  have  been 
fixed  upon  the  railroads  incident 
to  hurried  preparations  and  ov- 
ertaxed facilities,  have,  in  a 
measure,  deprived  the  carriers 
of  a  sympathy  that  would  other- 
wise be  accorded  them,  had  not 
this  unnecessary  and  unwarrant- 
ed course  been  decided  upon  by 
those  who  know  how  to  appeal 
to    a    popular    misunderstanding. 


This  fact  and  the  shortcom- 
ings necessarily  incident  to  hur- 
ried preparations,  and  overtaxed 
facilities,  have  largely  deprived 
these  carriers  of  popular  sym- 
pathy, and  subjected  them  to 
easy  misrepresentations  and  to 
popular    misunderstanding. 


(Pages  19-20.) 
It  is  preached  from  coast  to 
coast  that  railroads  are  in  pos- 
session of  wealth  untold  and  re- 
sources unlimited,  and  this  doc- 
trine, spread  by  the  demagogue, 
has  made  these  corporations  the 
target  of  every  mushroom  can- 
didate for  popular  favor.  The 
result  is  that  the  average  citizen 
of  the  United  States  is  possessed 
of  a  desperate  desire  to  weigh 
the  rights  of  railroads  in  a  dif- 
ferent scale  than  that  which 
would  be  employed  in  dealing 
out  a  fair  and  judicial  decision 
where  the  rights  of  any  other 
public  utility  might  have  been 
questioned.  The  idea  seems  to 
have  become  prevalent  among 
those    who    are    supposed    to    sit 


The  outward  expression  of 
size  and  power  has  impressed 
the  popular  mind  with  the  idea 
that  they  possess  untold  wealth 
and  limitless  resources.  It  made 
them  the  easy  mark  of  the  po- 
litical agitator.  The  result  has 
been  that  there  has  crept  into 
the  public  mind  a  different  stand- 
ard of  justice  for  them  from 
that  which  governs  the  property 
rights  of  every  individual  prop- 
erty holder  in  the  land.  Stat- 
utes have  been  enacted  estab- 
lishing principles  of  liability  of 
a  railroad  company  which  do  not 
apply  in  the  case  cf  the  farmer, 
the  mill  owner  or  the  employer 
in  any  other  department  of  in- 
dustry. Juries  have  come  to 
think   it  right   to  award   verdicts 
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>ir.    Grnmmer — Nov.    19,    1906. 

upon  ih«'  h.tidi,  that  railroads 
are  legitimate  prey,  and  thai 
they  must  pay  a  higher  prlc< 
their  shortcomings  than  the  In- 
dlvldual  who  may  have  InadA  i  1 1 
entlj  damaged  the  property  of 
their  neighbor. 

(Page  22.) 
The  universal  Increase  in  the 
price  «'f  labor  is  so  obvious  in 
its  application  to  every  Industry 
that  it  is  hardly  necessary  to  re- 
fer   t<>    it    as   a    factor    in    this   case. 

While  tin'  railroads  are  subjecl 
t"  tin'  same  demands  as  other 
Industries,  they  Buffer  a  disad- 
vantage which  is  not  sustained 
by  any  other  Industry;  the  law 
prohibiting  the  carrier  from 
owning  any  assets  nut  directly 
necessary  t"  the  proper  conduct 
•  •I    its    business. 

CPages  liJ-:-::.) 
It  is  a n  Indisputable  fact  1 1 1 a t 
a  different  law  governs  the  rail- 
roads than  that  under  which  the 
tiller  of  the  soil,  the  Industrial 
magnate  and  the  merchant  con- 
duct their  varied  enterprises,  the 
latter  trio  regulating  their  prices 
by  the  cost  of  the  product  they 
have  to  sell,  but  not  go  with  the 
railroads,  which  have  only  one 
article  which  can  he  Bold  to  the 
public,  viz.,  transportation,  ami 
now   there   is  a   hysterical  clamor 

lor  measures  that  will  compel 
the    railroads    to    maintain    at    any 

and  all  times  ami  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, the  same  charge  for 
their  services. 

(  Pagi  s   22-23.) 
Coincident     with    the    increases 
in    the    operating    expenses    there 
has     in  en     ;1     corn  sponding     de- 
crease   in    the    rates,    and    at    the 

present     ti when    the    cost    of 

transportation  is  the  smallest 
item  in  the  cost  Of  any  article 
consumed  by  the  public,  the 
great  hue  ami  cry  of  tin  agita- 
tor ami  demagogue  is  for  the 
gr<  a  ter  reduct  Ion  In  ra  llroad 
revenue. 


>lr.   Spencer — Oct,   25,    ummi. 
for  larger  damages  against   rnil- 
I    ■  orporat ions    t han    against 
Individual    litigants. 


I  need  not  call  your  attention 
to  the  Increase  In  the  price  of 
labor.  it  applies  to  every  in- 
dustry, and  the  railways  are  not 
only  not  exempt,  but  they  Buffer 
the  great  disadvantage  not  shar- 
ed by  others  that  increased  pros- 
perity of  the  country  and  activi- 
ty in  business  dms  not  bring  to 
them  increased  prices  for  tin 
only  article  they  have  (or  sale — 
transportation. 


The  farmer,  the  manufacturer, 
the  merchant,  when  paying  high- 
er   wages    or    higher    prices    foj 

raw  material,  obtains,  as  a  rule, 
a  higher  price  tor  his  prodncts. 
Not  so  with  the  carrier.  H< 
must,  under  str<  SS  of  market 
competition  and  the  inexorable 
decree  of  puhlie  sentiment,  keep 
the  prices  for  his  product-trans- 
portation at  the  same  or  at  low- 
er figures. 


Coupled      with      these     iinreasid 

expenses,  there  has  been  a  con- 
stant reduction  in  rates,  and  to- 
day the  percentage  cont  ribut  i  •! 
by  transportation  rates  to  the 
i  est  oi  whatever  the  people  con- 
sume is  much  smaller  than  ever 
before     In    history,    and     smaller 

in      America      than      in      any     Other 

country  of  the  world.  And  yet 
the  loudest  cry  that  is  heard  to- 
day from  the  puhlie  voice,  and 
tin  most  persistent  demand  from 
■  \  .  ry  quarter,  is  for  an  enfoi 
reduction    in    railway    charges. 


87 


Mr.  Grninnier,  Nov.  1!>.   1906. 

(Pages  20-21.) 
Considering  the  increase  in  the 
cost  of  everything  for  which  the 
carrier  must  pay,  without  ac- 
count for  the  damage  suits  and 
taxes  that  are  daily  assessed 
against  them,  it  is  hardly  justi- 
fiable to  assume  that  a  commen- 
surate decrease  in  its  earnings 
will  not  have  its  effect,  and  I 
take  it  that  you  will  agree  with 
me  that  ultimately  there  must 
be  a  point  reached  where  the 
carrier  can  no  longer  supply  the 
public  demand,  unless  you  de- 
stroy, by  some  means,  the  law  of 
barter  and  exchange.  It  must  be 
apparent  to  you  that  if  there  is  a 
continual  increase  in  the  units  of 
expense,  with  a  commensurate 
decrease  in  the  units  of  revenue, 
the  financial  strength  of  the  en- 
terprise cannot  survive  indefin- 
itely, and  meet  the  traffic  de- 
mands of  the  public,  and  if  the 
process  is  carried  far  enough, 
there  is  no  power  that  will  avert 
a  national  calamity,  which  years 
of  experience  cannot  restore. 


Mr.  Spencer — Oct.  2.%,  1906. 

With  an  increase  in  the  price 
of  everything  the  carrier  must 
buy,  with  an  increase  in  the 
cost  of  labor,  of  materials,  in 
the  verdicts  of  juries  in  damage 
suits,  in  taxes,  and  with  decreas- 
ing rates,  a  point  must  ulti- 
mately be  leached  where  the  car- 
rier's capacity  to  meet  the  pub- 
lic demand  for  increased  facili- 
ties .must  be  [substantially  im- 
paired, if  not  destroyed.  It  must 
be  apparent  that  if  there  is  a 
continual  increase  in  the  units 
of  expense,  with  a  continual  de- 
crease in  the  units  of  revenue, 
the  financial  strength  of  the  en- 
terprise cannot  survive  indefinite- 
ly. If  the  progress  is  carried 
far  enough,  more  increase  in 
volume  of  traffic  which  has  sus- 
tained the  carriers  thus  far  will 
not  suffice,  and  without  finan- 
cial strength  and  credit  the  car- 
rier cannot  adequately  meet  the 
proper  requirements  of  the  pub- 
lic. 


(Pages  25-26.) 
The  carriers  should  not  be  de- 
nounced because  of  a  few  indi- 
vidual grievances;  the  narrow 
spirit  of  condemnation  should 
not  be  allowed  to  warp  the  larg- 
er spirit  of  justice,  and  every 
fair-minded  person  must  recog- 
nize, and  cannot  but  admit,  that 
the  service  rendered  has  been 
satisfactory,   on  the   whole. 


I  appeal  from  the  narrow 
spirit  which  condemns  because 
of  a  few  individual  grievances 
and  exceptional  deficiencies  to 
the  larger  spirit  of  justice  of 
the  people,  which  will  recognize 
that  the  true  standard  of  en- 
lightened judgment  must  be  the 
fidelity  and  efficiency  with  which 
the  service  as  a  whole  has  been 
rendered. 


(Page  26-27.) 
As  heretofore  stated,  the  inter- 
ests of  the  railroad  and  of  its 
patrons  are  so  closely  interwov- 
en that  one  cannot  prosper 
without  the  other.  The  railroads 
must  do  justice  to  the  public  and 
the  public  must  do  justice  to  the 
railroad.  They  must  work  to- 
gether and  their  co-operation  is 
absolutely  essential  to  each  oth- 
er's success  which  is  the  general 
public  welfare,  and  anyone  who 
would     wantonly    promote     strife 


The  interests  of  the  railroad 
and  of  its  patrons  are  identical. 
One  cannot  prosper  without  the 
other.  The  railroad  must  do 
justice  to  the  people.  The  people 
should  do  justice  to  the  railroad. 
Their  cordial  co-operation  in  the 
great  field  of  human  industry 
is  essential  to  the  public  wel- 
fare. They  must  work  together 
in  a  spirit  of  forbearance  and 
mutual  consideration  and  trust 
if  they  are  to  accomplish  the  re- 
sults for  which  both  are  striving. 
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between  them  or  cause  dissen- 
sion, is  a  public  enemy,  and  it 
must  be  borne  In  mind  that  dis- 
r  once  precipitated  Is  irre- 
parabh  ami  will  reflect  Itself  up- 
on  tii,.  fortunes  cf  the  people 
long  after  its  disturbing  cause 
has  ■  ■  ased  tu  be  a  factor.  Yov 
must  also  bear  in  mind  that  the 
railroad  which  does  not  develop 
ami      encourage      traffic      <nnnot 

maintain     its.lt',    aid     the    patrons 
of   the   railway   will   hi-   tin-   first   to 

feel     tin'     disastrous     effects     of 
such  failure. 


Mr.  Spencer — Oct.  88,    IBM. 

and        which        a  v        within        theft 

grasp  if  they  work  together. 

Tin'  man  who  would  sow  dis- 
sension bel ween  t hem  ami  em- 
barrass their  co-operation  by 
misunderstandings,  friction  and 
antagonism    is    a    public    enemy. 

While  tin-  railroads  may  ho  in  a 
sense  at  his  mercy,  be  should  not 
h<-    tolerated    by    the    people,    for 

ti ppression  In-  seeks  to  bring 

upon  the  railroad  must  reflect 
Itself  upon  '.In-  fortunes  of  the 
i"  ople  long  after  t he  disturbing 
cause  has  been  forgotten.  The 
cardinal  point  to  be  appreciate. I 
ami  remembered  is  that  a  rail- 
road will  destroy  Itself  unless 
it  fosters  traffic,  unless  it  adopts 
such  a  policy  toward  its  patrons 
as  will  encourage  and  increase 
permanently  tin-  movement  of 
business.  On  tin-  oilier  hand,  the 
people  will  be  the  first  and  the 
atest  sufferers  if  by  hostile 
action  they  limit  the  capacity  of 
tin     railroads    to   serve   them. 
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